Imprimatur. 


GILB. TRONSIDE. V 


\ 
"S 


Vice-Can. Oxon. 
Feb, 21. 1688. 


Imprimatur. 


GILB. TRONSIDE. V 


\ 
"S 


Vice-Can. Oxon. 
Feb, 21. 1688. 


—— 
_—_— 


— _ 


—_  —— 


—_ ——R_————— 


IGE LIB ACT 


ANSWER 


To a Diſcourſe concerning the 


OF THE 


CLERGY, 


Printed at OxFor D. 
RES L SIS La <L£f 
«Mar riage #5 honourable in all, and the Bed undefiled, 


but Whore-mongers and Adutterers God will judge. | 
Heb. 13. 4 


_—_—_—_—— 


nn CO 
mmm ns 


0 XFOR D, 
Printed at the THEATER, for Richard Chiſwell at the Ryſe 
and Crown in S. Pauls Church Yard, London. Ann. 1688. 


OR 


————_— 


— QT —— — 


0” 
12a”. 
, - 


THE 


PREFACE. 


the aw ſube has Grow '/o per publits 
at London. My Apology is, that my Papers 
were out of my own" power, having been com- 
mitted to the Preſs, and a good part of 'em 
wrought off, at leaft three Lint before the 
London Diſcourſe appear d,” by whatever ac- 
cident they now wait on it at ſo great a 
diflance : and they, at whoſe- defire ] writ, 

thought it both requifite in it ſelf, and Flu 

refpeft to. the London- Author, to give a par- 


ticular and formal Anſwer, to a Pamphlet of 


our own grad, which Ee perhaps for that 


reaſon 


A 


The PREFACE. 
reaſon thought not fit to takg notice of. The 
Reader will 1 doubt t99 ſom diſcover that 
Jo_large an mer: val of time--<was-not 
m writime this di iſcourſe ; the very length of 
t will COnUmce FimLthat” the wruer had 
not time enough to make a ſhorter. Indeed 
it has fevelkd I fu tot well how, as much 
beyaud the_daymenious L-at-firſt Aefreen'd 1t, as 
beymd the merits of the Pamphlet, it 
tends to Anſaver.. But 3 muff afcribe © | 
chiefly, to the ludyd brevtty and obſcurity s 
my Atdverfary :., had He "ct lomger and 
er I could have been much Jhorter. But #t s 
the peculiar Characler of hu wworky , that the 
matn. flreugth of em canfifts __ the deep way, 
that leads ta their meatung,. the natcompors- 
able darkneſs. of+ the jawrney., and thoſe afperi- 
ties of ſiyle, wherem He has wraps np his 
Conceptions ; | much like. thoſe Bar around Cone 
tryes, haſe difficulty of. acceſs, ant natural 
barrenneſs of Soil, ave their ſironge/t fecurities 
againſt a farreign a \ 

1 am not mfenſible of ane principat aim , the 
Author ſeems. to bave ut the argument of 
Celihacy at this time, "which befides it's pit 
mary mention a blackging Luther, was 
| doubtleſs 


ESTES: 


dotebteſs deligmat\ tothrowlihh y 
A es hdr: Jordan? won 
mMYfarutan | \s pier puke ey: / 


AU an 
for want of better BY Pell ama 
confound a thinkinz Man, to confider what 
a wiſe Luther's marriage has made im the 
world, how one juſtifiable match with Katha- 
rine Bora has been more tragically repre- 
ſented than all thoſe abommable beſttalities, 
which S$. Paul tells us 'tis aſhame to ſpeake of, 
yet-it ſeems the Roman Celibaey cancome to 
terms with, Nay, as if it had been a ſmall thing 
to beſpatter Lax ther in a Jet Yolumn, * upon 
this, as other trroal, or imagmary , oxcafins 
uit comes a late Grammatical Maſter of 
controverſies, and Retails the fulſome afſ- 
per/ioms of this Pamphlet upon Lather, with- 
out the leaſt regard had to the late uſt. and 1n- 
gemous defence of Him , as if the Gentleman had 
convers d altogether 1m another world, even 
whilſt he 15 droertmg this. But confidence 1s a 
happy talent at ſome time of day ? 

1 ſhall not enlarge farther here, but re- 
fer the Reader to = enſuemg anfver, where- 
m 1 hope I have done Lute and the Mar- 
ried 


ThOPFREFA CE. 
NT He thing , \my Author 
has mthis Pamphblet , j6 agamfſt them, 
aud 1was na. farther om ns 
Tam ſure tir wot" the fault: id the aguital 
but wo. ' ' DN Ks 


An Anſaver to a Diſcourſe concernms 
the Celibacy of the Clergy. 


true air of a Guide in Controver/es, 
requires it to be abſolutely granted Him, 
8 as if he wrote ex catheara, that the 
fingle has the advantage of the mar- 
| & ried life, as to all as of Piety and 
Devotion ; and /o conſequently, for gaining the King- 
dom of Heaven. But we have had fo many late pre- 
tenders to demonſtration, that I muſt beg His oa 
if I offer to diſpute, what He has thought fit to la 
down as a poſtulatum. And truly the matter will ad- 
mit of a ſhort and eafie deciſion, if we diftinguiſh 
only, in the Language of the Schools; betwixt ftn- 
gle life, objefrvely confider'd in it ſelf, and /ubje- 
Frely, with relation to perſons; m which latter 
acceptation alone it becomes the ſubje& matter of a 
Law; which is not fit to be formd upon abſtraions 
and Tdeas, as this of Celibacy is, unleſs in an Utopt- 
an Common- wealth. In it's general notion then fin- 
gle life, I grant, imports. a State or Condition Teſs ob- 
| A | NOX1OUS 


HE. Author of this Diſcourſe, 1th the,,, .. 


[2 ] 
nox1ous to cares, ſollicitudes, and diftra&ions of mind, 
impediments to a fervent and intenſe devotion; but 
ſubjeftreely confiderd with reference to Us, it ſtands 
indifferent to all ſpiritual advantages or diſadvantages, 
according to mens different capacity or incapacity of 
It. Agreeable whereunto we find our Lord recom- 
mending z, rather then Marrzage, not indifferently to 
all Men, but to thoſe onely, who are ab/e to recerve 
tt, 1.6. to whom it 1s, peculiarly, given; theonly caſe 
wherein that Infallible Caſuiſt would admit the gene- 
ral and unlimited ſentence of His Diſciples; who, up- 
on ſtateing Marriage indifloluble, unleſs in caſe of for- 
nication, determind that z7 . was good, then, not to 
Marry. Accordingly His great Apoſtle St. Pau, in 
the 7. Chapter of his firſt Epiſtle to the Cormthians, 
the main ſcene of this Controverſy, prefers not the 
Celibate to the Conjugal ſtate in any but thoſe, who 
are ſingly endowd with the gift of continency. Thus, 
in the verſes cited by this Author, for an abſolute 
preeminence of the one to the other, /7 zs good, ſays 
He, v. 1. for a Man mot to touch a Woman, 1.e. tor 
Him, who can live chaſt and pure without them ; why 
elſe this proviſion in the following verſe? Neverthe- 
leſs to avoid fornication let every Man have his own 
Wife &c. Thus, again in the 8. v. alledg'd by Him: 
zt 1s good for them (i.e. the unmarried and Widows) 
# they abide even as I ; but then it follows in the 
next verſe: * they cannot contam (as I do, who am 
peculiarly endow'd with this gift,. v. 7.) let them 
Marry ; and that, for this unalterable reaſon, becauſe 
it ts better to Marry than to Burn ; and ſo of the 
reſt, 1t being impoſſible to conceive, that He, who 
r.25- concerning Virgins had ns commattdment of the Lord, 
in 1eP®- (but the bare advice of 2 pote/t capere: capiat)) 


Mat, 19.V, 12. compar. with-v. 11, ould 


T3] 
ſhould ever recommend Yirgemty, but in concent 
with Men's reſpe&ive abilities to receive it. For a 
forcd Cehbacy would be to fome Men ſo dangerous 
a /nare, ſo deſtruQtive of all true Piety and Religion 
in them, that I defie this Author allmoſt to ſuppoſe 
any incumbrances or misfortunes to attend the Mar- 
ried condition ſo fatal to the purity of devotion, and 
the performance of all religious offices, as the Burmn- 
ng the Apoſtle mentions : that wandring and flame- 
ing concupiſcence, which, it not /et on fire of Hell, 
yet 1s uſually fed and fomented by it; diſtrating the 
Thoughts, polluteing the Conſcience, rendring the 
Man uneafie to Himſelf, and aſhamed of approching 
nigh unto God; whereas, on the contrary, Marriage 
in the language of the excellent Chry/o/tom, carries 
wonderful conſolation , and , as Gregory Nazianzen 
ſpeaks, tranquillity of mind, along with it, whilſt it 
repreſJes the wild efforts of our nature, calmes our 
troubled Sea, and drives the veſ&1 ſecurely to its har- 
bour. The dignity of the ſubje& might deſerve a juſt 
Panegyric, eſpecially when 'tis confider'd that I here 
deal with thoſe, whu write InveQives againſt that, 
which they have nevertheleſs adopted into the num- 
ber of their Sacraments; and I cannot forbear to re- 
mark the+peculiar-honour God was pleas'd to do it, 
as under the Law, in admitting the Married Moſes 
to ſo intimate a familiarity with him, if I may fo 
ſpeak, above all the reſt of Mankind, ſo, more eſpect- 
ally, under the Goſpel, in our Saviour s commenceing 
his miraculous Operations at the ſolemnity of a Mar- 
riage, and ſingling it out for an emblem of his Spi- 
ritual conjunction with his Church. I have not dwelt 
very- long upon ſtateing this matter in anſwer to my 
Author's peremptorie aſſertion about it: and yet muſt 


Homil. 21. in Gen. In funere Gorgonie. A2 beg 


[4 ] 

beg the Reader's pardon for ſo unneceflary an under. 
taking, the Author himſelf havingeffteQtually done it to 
my hands in his fifth and eleventh Paragraphs; ſup- 
poſing, and acknowledging, theſe fruits of righteouf- 
neſs, as He ſtiles them, producible in the Married con- 
dition; and that therefore, ſo farr, not inferior to the 
fingle life. 

I am not inſenfible of the farther advantages He 
ſuggeſts, in this Paragraph, on the ſide of the Celbate, 
that it gives greater ſcope to works of Charity, and 
more eafie diſpoſitions to a free and generous temper. 
To which it might be ſufficient to reply, that 'tis 
great folly at leaſt, if not impiety, in Men, to 
think of amending God's order and Conſtitution of 
things by Schemes and Models of their own contri- 
vance, which, inſtead of reforming owe accidental, 
evil, uſually open the way to a 7houſand, which up- 
on ſuch fooliſh proviſion, become neceſſary and una- 
vordable ; as experience and reaſon moſt eminently ar- 
teſt in the caſe before us.” But yet farther, we can 
leſs brook this pretence of a dz/ertereſs'd Conſtitution in 
that Church, which all the world ſees is form purely 
upon the Idea of ſecular greatneſs and advantage; and 
that in the very caſe before us; as we ſhall ſee here- 
after. And I want to be informd, why tis not as 
commendable in a Clergy Man decently to provide 
for a family of his ow, as for a Pope, Cardinal, or 
Roman Prelate, to enrich and aggrandize their ſpurious 
offspring, their Nephews, Relations, Favorites,and De- 
pendants; the notorious and allow d practice of the Ec- 
clefiaftic Grandees of that Communion. I could pre- 
ſent this Dz/cour/er with a long bill of complaints of 
the inſatiably avaritious temper of the Clergy of His 
Church, from ſeveral eminent Members of 1: ; but : 
| my 


Wa 

muſt confeſs one would be a little ſurprisd to find the 
Infe&tion ſpread it ſelf-within the very walls of the 
Cloiſters; and yet a late ingenious Writer 'of their own 
has affured us, * that every rich Convent, in a Neig- 
bouring Country, has its Monk, whoſe peculiar employ 
it 1s to provide for titles to Eſtates when they want 
them, &c. There are, ſays He, Jome of theſe Orders, 
as, for inſtance, that of St. Bennet, who [have their 
Pen/wners in the Court of Parhament at Paris, as 
another Order theirs im the Court of Aydes, to gain 
them all their Cauſes ; and hence proceed thoſe fre- 


quent attempts they make gen the goods of their 


, 


Neiwgbours, whom they rob as often as they can ; Some 
Perſons of Credit, and who it very well, have 
aſtrred me, that, that ſmgle Order alone diſpoſes of 
two hundred thouſand Livers a year m Penhuns to 
ſeveral Officers of Parhament ; what diſorder this oc- 
caſwns any one may judge. 

Upon the whole therefore, whatſoever Church would 
endeayour effe&ually to reform any abuſes they appre- 
hend in the Covetouſneſs of their Clergy, muſt, I con- 
ceive, begin at their /ncnations, and not at their Gir- 
cumſtances ; take what care they can to admit none in- 
to the ſervice of the Church, but who, they have 
reaſon to beleive are, in the charafter required by the A- 
poſtle, apudywpu y w 4ggoup ns, not COVELOUS NOT giV- 
en to filthy lucre; and not, as this Dz/cour/er would 
have it, prohibit them Marriage, a plaiſter inadequate 
to the ſore, and which, befides, inſtead of healing oe 
wound in the Church, opens a thouſard. 


The next Paragraph, with all its garniture of Texts x. 2. 


and Parentheſes, amounts only to thus much, that 
there is a greater purity of Body in the Yirginal than 
* Moyens furs & honnetes pour la converſion de tous les Hleretiques, þ. 274. ©" 
A 3 Zi in 
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in the Matrimonial ſtate. Now by Purity this Ds- 
ſecourſer underſtands either a purity phy/xcal, which 
brings no advantage to his cauſe; or elſe He means 
a moral purity, and then, according to his own de- 
termination, He comes within the Character of thoſe 
who teach diabolical Do@trine. So that, in this Pa- - 
ragraph , He has playd either the Impertinent , or 
the Devil; and yet I hope the Reader will be 
kind as to pardon Him for the civility He has at 
the ſame time expreſsd in' an intire yielding us of 
his cauſe, by freely acknowledging that _ concups- 
piſcence cannot be remedied, whereas tis yet the whole 
{cope and deſign of his Pamphlet, to prove that it 
may, and that univerſally, not by Marrzage, but with- 
OUT 1t. | 
But ſtill, ve find abſtinence from the lawful atts of 
the conjugal bed advisd for the better performance of 
holy duties gc. as, in Exod 19. 1 y. 1 Sam. 21. 4. &&c. 
To which he Himſelf, as conſcious of the weakneſs of 
his Argument, has furniſhd us with an Anſwer, that 
this 24s only Old-Teſtament Ceremonial Holyneſs. For, 
He knew very well, that, notwithſtanding the rather 
higher perfeQion of Morality required under the Gof- 
pel than under the Law , the latter plac'd, a ritual 
and external impurity in many of thoſe creatures and 
ations, wherein the former placeth none; ther waſb- 
ings and other carnal ordinances being impoſed on them 
till the time of the Reformation only ;, and can never 
therefore be made the foundation of an Argument for 
the like abſtinence under the Goſpel. 

But rather, on the contrary, we may hence take juſt 
occaſion to plead for the allowance of Marriage to the 
Clergy-now, when all the former imputations of im- 


purity are yaniſh'd, fince God was pleasd to allow A 
. | | c 


[7] 
the Jewiſh Prieſthood, when they were-1n their full 
force and vigour ; nay, even the High-Prieſt Hinifelt, 
notwithſtanding He was bound; every day to a morn- 
ing and an evening Sacrifice.' -I need not trouble my 
ſelf nor my Reader witha tedious applicationof what 
has been ſaid, to the Texts He alleges; the vanity of 
kis reaſoning will diſcover it ſelf beyond what I have 
here ſuggeſted to any one who conſults but his Bible 
about them. But yet we find- a like injunQion, or 
rather advice, of abſtinence, under the Goſpel: Defraud : Cor 
ye not one the other, except it be with conſent for a 
time, that ye may give your ſelves to fafting and prayer. 
But then, firſt, this Counſel extends only to times of 
more ſolemn and extraordinary addreſſes to God ; for 
that Apoſtle does not adviſe this abſtinence fimply, 
that we may the better pray, but that we may gzve 
our ſehves toit *. And who ever diſputed the juſt de- 
corum and gravity of ſuch abſtinence as this ? For 24, 
this 1s not yielded Him upon .the account of any 
peculiar exmity betwixt lawful as in this kind and 
ſpiritual exerciſes, which He, fooliſhly, proves from 
exceſses only committed in the former, which no man 
pretends to juſtify; but on the ſcore of that due re- 
gard we ought to have eveh to external purity in 
our more ſolemn approches to the throne of grace, 
And, 3dly, what, in the name of common fence, 1s 
all this to the eſtabliſhment of a Law of perpetual 
Celibacy ? eſpecially when the ſequel of the verſe, up- 
on which he inſiſts, ſpoken indifferently of all Men, 
enjoyns all (Clergy as well as Laity, 1t the one are 
Men, and ſubje& to temptations as well as the other) 
to come together again, that Satan tempt them not for 


* 24 6 7 42ers ijs ape0iifr00,400 int 2whd{ um 77, aprow x4, Chryſ.& Theoph.in loc. 


their 
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thetr mcontmency, and, * as one this Diſcourſer knows 

very well in his Paraphraſe upon this place, adds, #- 
ability to forbear? And yet this is the very Man, 
whole chief aim in this Pamphlet, is, to prove the di- 
re& contrary pofition, that all Men have ability to 
forbear. So natural it is for a bad cauſe: to make a 
Man give himſelf the lye, and fave his Adverſary that 
piece of 11! breeding. 

His fourth "one being wholly taken up in an 
Argument forreign to the main ſcope of his Book, 
the ſecond Marriages of Church Widows, mention'd 
17m. 5.9. I ſhall not here particularly dwell upon 
it, but refer the Reader to the interpretation of a 
parallel place, 1 77m. 3, 2, 12. the limitation of Church 
Widows here to one Husband, admitting the fame ex- 
poſition with that of Biſhops and Deacons to one Wife, 
notwithſtanding any thing He has here alleg'd to 
the contrary ; and even granting all that can be ratt- 
onally inter'd from this Diſcourſe upon this Topic, 
that ſecond Marriages are not quite fo honourable, 


m. nor decent for thoſe that are engag'd in the ſervice of 


the Church, yet fince the Apoſtle allows theſe very 
Widows to Remarry upon their inability to contain, 
as will hereafter appear, the di/pleaſure He expreſſes 
at their Remarrying concerns only their violation of 
that Order and Decorum they had peculiarly engag- 
ed to obſerve ; but confirms ſtil} the main point mn 
Controverſy, that Continency 1s not univerſally ac- 
quirable, and leaves them, as well as the Widows in 
the Text liberty to Remarry, who cannot attain to it, 
which 1s all we contend for. 

\ Proceed we then, im the next place, to the conſt- 
deration of the Celibate, abſtraQtively taken, in it ſelf, 


* A Paraph.& Annot. on all the Epiſtles of St. Paul! at the Theater in Oxford.1684- 
| without 
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without relation to the virtues and graces attainable 
in 1t; even 1n this narrow acceptation the Diſcourſer 
will have it worthy of, and /o as to have promiſed to 
it a higher reward and crown in the World to come. 
But, firſt, if all the perfe@zon, in his phraſe, of the ſin- 
gle life conſiſts in thoſe noble qualifications of mind, 
He has mention m th 1 17h Paragraph, as the peculi- 
ar produdats of the ſingle lite, which He there afferts, 
I would fain know. what 7rm/ic worth He can find 
in 1t, confiderd apart from them, unleſs the perfeftion 
of a thing do not includeall the degrees of worth init ? 
as He would be thought to diſcourſe very looſly, who 
_ the excellency of faſting, for example, in the 
mortification of Mens luſts &c. ſhould yet talk of I know 
not what inherent merit in the very opus operatum (it 
I may ſocallit) of an empty Stomach ; abſtinence from 
meats, drinks, women, &c. being 1n it ſelf, where not 
commanded, of a purely phy/ical nature, and, confequent- 
ly, of no value, but as it tends, and 15 madeuſe of, to the 
advancement of a moral end; and which can never 
therefore, of it ſelf, entitle a Man to an higher degree of 
Glory hereafter, as this Author pretends, becauſe no de- 
gree of Sandtity here, as He vainly ſuppoſes, and I would 
only defire Him to ſalve the Honour of St. Peter, againft 
the fair competition of St John, upon the doCtrine he 
has advanc'd; for the latter having the advantage of 
this peculiar Sand:ty of the fingle life on his fide, muſt, 
according to Him, move in a higher Orb of Glory 
than the Prince of the Apoſtles himfelf, unleſs he will 
fay St. Johz fell ſhort of him m all other Graces, and fo 
make the objeR of our Savior's more peculiar love, a 
leſs degree of goodneſs. As to the more ample pro- 
miſes He mentions to Virgins under the Gofpel, He re- 
fers us to the x2. v. of the 19th of St. Matth. wwe 
B there 
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there is not one title that looks fairly that way, and 
himſelt grew fick of the fancy, betore he got to the end 
of the Paragraph. 

From theſe out- guards of Argument, He begins. now 
to advance to the main body of his forces, and to bring 
home the point to the Clergy; and 1t it be an inau. 
ſpicious omen of ſucceſs, to falter in the firſt ſtep, He 
makes, He has certainly little reaſon to hope for the 
victory. For here = 1s pleas d toadviſe them to the 
Celibate, /o far onely as they find themſelves capable of 
it, a thing utterly deſtructive of the whole deſign 
of his Pamphlet, which is to aflert the juſtice of the 
Law of fingle life, upon this fole medium, that all 
Men are capable of an intire obſervation of it. 

After this compariſon of the ſingle and conjugal 
ſtate, our Diſcourlex proceeds, in the next Paragraph, 
to prove, that Continency is the gift of God, in which 
we readily joyn with him, not Doubting but that the 
{ſequel of his own Aﬀertion will prove more fatal to 
the cauſe, He maintains, than to ours. However, up- 
on this foundation He begins immediatly to build, 
and has rais'd us, in the firſt place, a ſuperſtruQture of 
two Pages of ſuch hay and Stubble as will not endure 
the leaſt Y/ind of ſound Dodtrine. When ever Mar- 
riage, or the uſe of it is unavoidably hinder d, or by 
God Himſeftf alſo prohibited, there, ſays He, alſo ts groen 
by him the power to contain. And then reckons up a 
long Catalogue of Inſtances in confirmation of this my- 
[terious truth. Is not this Induſtrious impertinence? for 
where's the Argument? God will not be wanting to us 
in thoſe neceſſities he lays upon us, but will perform his 
own promiſes of not ſufftering-us to be tempted above 
what we are able to bear ; and therefore neither will 
He be wanting to us 11 thole, We raſhly and for the moſt 


part 
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part, unwarrantably, impoſe upon our ſelves, and will 
perform our promiſes, as faithfully as his 92w7z. He wall 
give us grace againſt Fornication and Uncleanneſs, 
when He himſelt has denyed us the uſe of Marriage, 
and therefore likewiſe will afford us the fame grace a- 
gainſt the uſe of his own conſtitution, Marriage it elf, 
when we have a mind to deny it our ſelves. Is not 
this the Logic which the Devil usd to our Savi- 
our, when, from the ordinary methods of God's pro- 
vidence, he would needs have perſwaded him to tempt 
him? The excellent managerie of the Inſtances he brings 


upon this Argument, as concerning Husbands ſecurity p-6. 


of their Wives honeſty, upon the offer of Continency 
on God's part, and the like, would allmoſt tempt a 
Man to be pleaſant with him for the diverſion ofhis. 
Reader ; but having before overthrown his edifice of 
Straw, I ſhall not ſtay to pick them up ſingleand play 
with them. 


The next Paragraph is one of the Rudeſt contradifti- Par. g. 


ons to the great Apoſtle's rule of preferring Marriage * ” 
to burning, that ever dropt perhaps from the Pen of 
a Bigot ; perſwading Men to defer the remedy of in- 
continencie, tho' they actually labour under the Di- 
ſtemper, for this weighty reaſon, that; they are not 
ſure but that God even then does, or, at leaſt may 
hereafter, profter them ſtrength to recover without it, 
which is, in the ſame Apoſtles language, no better than 
for a Man, having been tempted of the Devil through 
his incontinency, to tempt God, in the ſecond place, for 
an extraordinary cure of it. To what excels of lewd- 
neſs will not this Do@rine expoſe the finful fleſh 
and blood we carry about us ? For I would fain know 
of him, why if upon a bare ſuppoſition, that God may 

| 2 hereafter 
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hereafter give us grace to ſubdue our Laufts without 
Marriage, we may therefore defer it, we may not ag 
well ſtill put it of, after twenty, or an hundred as 
of uncleanneſs and fornication, as after one, as he min- 
ces the matter. Nay, he himſelt has avowd the in- 
ference in that Latitude we put, in the very line be- 
fore, in encouraging us toan averſion to Marriage, from 
the example of thoſe, who, heſays, of Debauch d, have 
at length, become chaſt without it ; never conſidering 
that tis oftner the weakneſs of Nature,than the ſtrength 
of Grace, that puts a ſtop to irregularities of this groſs 
and corporeal kind. But why, after all, may not a 
Man know that God has not given him the power to 
contain ? Certainly St. Paul ſuppoſes the experiment 
praCticable, when upon Burning, he infers an inabi- 
lity to contain, and thereupon commands to Marry. 
In ſhort therefore, to fatisfie my Author, when a Man, 
after all his honeſt endeavours conducive to the ſup- 
preſſion of the natural Flame of his Luft, findes it ſtill 
break out upon him with greater impetuoſity perhaps 
than before,ſeizing upon his will diſtra&ting his thoguhts, 
and rendring the whole Man irkſome and uneaſy (for 
true Celibacy conſiſts in a purity 'of Spirit as well as 
of Body) then 1s he ſubject to the tyranny of that 
Burning the Apoſtle mentions, and has no reaſon to ex- 
pect he was ever defign'd for the Virginal ſtate, and, 
unleſs he will be govern'd by my Author's advice,rather 
than by St. * Paul s injun&ion, 1s thereupon bound to 
Marry. 

I will not vex my Reader's patience with parti- 
cular refleions upon the odd reaſonings, he has 


« I Cor. 7.9. 
crowded 
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crowded up into the two following Seftions, but 
ſhall willingly grant him what che fo earneſtly 1a- 


bours for from them, that Celibacy ts not abſolutely ne- p y. 


ceſsary to any, not even to thoſe, Who have the power to 
contain, #or, conſequently, Marriage to any one a /m, 
in relation to that power. For herein I have the warrant 
of the Apoſtle himſelf, who, * having no commandment 
of the Lord concerning ſuch perſons, leaves them, in 
the Spirit of an Apoſtle, to their liberty and diſcretion 
in this matter; interpoſing only his advice, that, in 
caſe of *pre/ent diſtreſs, which will expoſe them to 7rou- 
ble in the fleſh, perſons {6 qualified had better make uſe 
of the gift wherewith God has endow'd them, than in- 
tangle themſelves in the conjugal ſtate. Butſtill T de- 
ny this Diſcourſer's illation thence, that the words of 
our Saviour in the 19h of-St. © Matthew (He that 
is.able to recerve it let him recerve it) import any coun- 
fel of perfetion. For where lyes the perfe&tion of the 
fingle ftate above the Matrimonial? not im the means 
of this pretended perfeAtion it affords; for that my Au- 
thor has yet the grace to difown ; tho he knows the 
perfe&tion, the Saints of the Cloiſters pretend to,” is made 
by them to conſiſt in ſuch a ſuperabundance of penance 
and mortification, as that they aEtually do more good, 
and ſuffer greater rigours, than is requifite for their own 
Salvation, -and, conſequently, add to the treaſure” of 
the Church, which is thereby enabl'd to afford her 
Cuſtomers a good penny-worth of merits and fatisfa- 
Aion, when they are diſposd to buy. Where then 
is the boaſted perfe&ion of the fingle ſtate? in it ab- 
ſ{tratively confider'd in it felf, without relation to the 
grace that may be acquir'd im 1t? no; but in the grace 
# 1 Cor, 7, 25, 26, 27,28, 6 Ibid, v.26. « v.12. 
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- it ſelf, 2x the greater purity from'Sing andgreater pra- 


ice of holy Duties attainable by it. But are all theſe 
Divine qualities without the reach of the Matrimoni- 
al condition? no; in the Confeſſion of my Adverſary 
Himſelf, they are all acquirable, tho in his opinion 
not ſo eaſily in that too. Not ſo. cafily perhaps by all 
Men, but yet more cafily by others, as we have alrea- 
dy evincd. $0, that, upon the whole, the celebrated 
counſel of perfefion, upon which my Author, lays fo 
much ſtreſs in the ſequel of this Diſcourſe, amounts 
only to this, that our * Saviour. (agreeable to what we 
have before obſerv d from St. Paul) adviles thoſe; who 
are able, that 1s, thoſe to whom the gift of continen- 
Cy is given, to make ule of their gittin this way to 
the Kingdome of Heaven, rather than Marry. 

I have only one piece of Adyice to the Diſcourſer ' 
before I diſmiſs this Argument; and that is, whilſt he 
is in too eager and blunderd a purſuit of his Adverſa» 
rie's Cauſe, he would: take . care not to fall foul upon 
his own, which yet he moſt unmercitully does. For 
if a Man, can never be conſcious to himlelt that he is 
endow d with this gift, and it, beſides it may be 201th- 
drawn, as he urges, I would gladly be refolv'd, if the 
ſuppoſition of its -uniyerſality render it leſs obnoxious 
to thoſe exceptions; make it more eahly diſcern- 
able, or leſs {abject to be taken away; .and if not, 
I would defire him, in the next place, to inform me, 
why any Man ſhould oblige himſelf, or be bound by 
others, to the perpetual preſervation of it. 

And now we come to the direCt proof of the great 
leading point, the, pretended, univerſality of this gift, 
becauſe 1t 1s the ſole medium upon which he defends 
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the injun@tion of Celibacy to the Clergy, and the 1n- 
deleble obligation of the Vow of Continency, I ſhall 
farther, and in the firſt place, attempt a poſitive and di- 
re&t proof of the contrary, that all men cannot poſſibly 
contain. Where, to prevent cavils, I would not be 
underſtood of a total and abſolute impoſſbility ;, for ſo 
nothing is impoſſible, but what implies a contradiQi- 
on, and thereupon tranſcends infinite power it ſelf ; 
but I mean, for diſtinQion ſake, an 7pe//ability na- 
tural, ſfach as the circumſtances of humanity, in con- 
zun&tion with the Occonomy of God's proyidence and 
dealing with Men, being confiderd, renders this or that 
utterly unattainable, either by them all in general, 
as perfefion, tor example, in this frail and mortal con- 
dition, or, at leaſt by the greateſt part of them, as Yrr- 
ginal Chaſtity; the very inſtance 1n this caſe of * Suarez 
himſelf, -who tells us, that God did never therefore 
univerſally require it, and, for the ſame reaſon, can 
never univerſally adviſe it, as this diſcourſer pretends,) 
becauſe not poſſible according to nature, (1.e.) as he ex- 
plains himſelf, con/1derata fragilttate gy conditione na- 
ture, as will farther appear from the following reflex- 
ions; firſt, in relation to the circumſtances of Huma- 
nity ; and ſecondly, in reference to the Divine diſpo- 
fal and management of human affairs. As tothe firſt 
of theſe, we are to conſider, in the firſt place, that 
ſtrong, and natural propenſity, which the Divinity im- 
planted in each Sex to the other at their very Crea- 
tion, in a ſtate of innocence and perfe&ion it ſelf. 
Secondly, the heightning and improvement of theſe 
natural tendencies fince the fall. Thirdly, that this1s 
abſolutely the moſt violent and predominant paſſion, 
to which Humanity 1s ſubjet. And Fourthly, that 
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ſome Mens tempers and conſtitution carry them to it 
with much greater unpetuoſity than thoſe of other 
Men- Upon the ſtrength of which conſiderations, I 
* have the cofeſſion of the Diſcourſer himlelt: that zhe 
att and exerciſe of Contmency and Purtty is much 
more dif ficultly attain d than any other matter of a 
vow whatever. Which extreame difficulty, acknow- 
ledgd by him, we may juſtly advance into 7pg/tbi- 
lity it ſelf ; if we confider, in the ſecond place, in re- 
lation to the Divine Oeconomy of things, firſt, That 
the great and general lines at leaſt of every Man's 
ſtate of life are all pre-ordain'd and chalkd out accord- 
ing to the rules of an infinite Wiſdome and Fore-fight. 
Secondly, that, As God has doubtleſs reſerv'd ſome to 
ſerve him in a continent, ſo a great many more in a 
conyugal ſtate, according to that original and authentic 
declaration of his will concerning the increaſe of our 
Kind, in order whereunto he has fturniſhd, we ſee, 
the generality of Men with thoſe ſtrong natural pro- 
penſions before mention'd, and whom we cannot there- 
fore ſuppoſe he will ever endow with the gift of per- 
petual Virginity, becauſe repugnant to his pre-ordain d 
diſpoſal of them; ſo that, unleſs it can be ſhown, 
that God, at the firſt inſtitution of Marriage, for the 
end of propagation, has totally excepted thoſe, who 
ſhould Miniſter at his Altar, or ſuch as ſhould Vow 
Continency, out of the number of thoſe, whom he de- 
fign'd to accompliſh his will in this kind, the gift in 
debate muſt needs be unattainable, as by the generali- 
ty of Men, ſo by ſeveral, both Prze/ts, and Yotarees, 
bound to the perpetual preſerv ation of 1t; which was 
to be ſhown. But come we now to-conſider his Argu- 

ments to the contrary. | 
And the firſt, tetchd from the difficulty of diſcern- 
ng 
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ing this gift, receives it'sfolution from what has been 
already" -premas'd. / For, if a Man may diſcover when 
he is #207 endow d 'with it, and has, thereupon, ſuffici- 
ent grounds to believe ' the Divine Wiſdom defigns 
him tor another ſtate of: life, as we have already ſeen; 


He may likewiſe, by therule of contraries, diſcern when sees. -. 


he i5g2do07 A with'it and aft accordingly. Would our 
Author but be pleas'd to bleſs the World with the pub- 


lication of his Notes of Grace, we might then poſlibly o 3+ 


receive ſome farther fatisfa&tion in this point, hopeing 
that he has #otedout.Grace more ſucceſsfully, than Be/- 
larmin has a Church. However in the mean time tis 
certainly very hard, that he will not allow a Man to 
know, ,what Saint *Paud ſuppoſes knowable enough; 
whether | He /land fledfaſt in his-own heart, have any 
nece{/ity, of Marriage, or power over his own will to 
abſtain from it. And the objection againſt the pofli- 


bility of this Knowledg, from the uncertain ſucceſs pur. to. 
of futtre conflifts. with temptations, ſeemes to be one **-* * 


of the moſt trifling \cavils, that ever dropt from ſych 
an Oracle of Controverſy ; beſides that it wounds his 
own cauſe to the heart. - For, firſt, here's a wild ap- 
pearance of an Argument from the uncertanty of per- 
ſeverance to the uncertainty of poſle//ion, a ſort of rea- 
ſonang, if good, that deſtroys all certainty of Knowledg 
in us, in relation to any other Graces of God's Spirit, 
Faith, Humility, or the like, as well as in reference to 
this. For, who can know the ſucceſs of future con- 
flits with temptations to pride, infidelity, e&'c? And, 
Secondly if perſeverance be ſo nice a thing as he re- 
preſents it, with what Conſcience can the Church of 
Rome lay a perpetual. obligation of Contznency on ſo 
great a number of Her Members ? | 
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The ſubſtance of his ſecond Argument amounts to 
no more than this: that the Inftitution of Marriage 
againſt Fornication is #0 ſufficient reaſor, why all 
Men may not Contain without either the one, or the 
other ; for being appointed only as 4 remedy of our 
Weakneſs, it ought not to be made an Argument of 
the reſtramt of God's goodneſs, and bounty. But, be- 
des that it is-hard to conceive where the weakneſs 
is, if all Men may contain, what need there 1s of a 
remedy, where there is no di/ea/e, but what is curable 
without it ; the anſwer is, that God's goodne/s and boun- 
ty ought not to be extended to thoſe inſtances, wherein 
Men have no reaſon to expe it - as hey certainly have 
none in relation to this gift, whom he has defignd to 
a& the conugal part upon the ſtage of the World; their 
natural concupiloencs ing the general incentive, made 
uſe of, to induce them to the accompliſhment of his 
will 1n this matter. 

» But becauſe this Author here, as elſe where, lays fo 
mych ſtreſs upon the ſu p_ of Men's earneſt deſires 
of this gift for the poſi ility of an univerſal attain- 
ment of it, I ſhall endeavour to ſet him right in this 
matter; which will eafily be done, if he do but con- 
ſider that the lewfulveſs of our petitions abſtratted 
from the neceflity of the matter of them, tho ſuffi 
cient to juſtifie is yet no certain ground for our 
hopes of obtaining them. As, his prayers, for inſtance, 
who ſhould beſeech the Divine goodneſs to reſcue him 
from under the preſſure of a prefent temptation, or af- 
fiiftion, would certainly be conformable enough to the 
divine Law, becauſe agreeable to God's dechar d will; 
yet after the repulſe our S2vour himfelf, and his great 
Apoſtle, St. » Paul, met with in their petitions of ths 
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kind, no man can reaſonably preſume the grant 
—_ ſuch a requeſt, for-all its conferntity 6) theDivins 
reveal d will. And therefore he, who 
To the aro rk of the Father qualified his prayer with 
this proviſo, if i be poſſible, or, conſiſtent with his 
ſecret erminations to the contrary ; and his A- 
poltle, in the very ſame caſe of tribulation, lg 
are in ſuch ſtraits that we know not what to 
as we ought, whether for deliverance out o pp « 
fliitions, or for conſtancy under them, tells us, that 
the Spirit, 1n ſuch caſes, helpes our infirmities, and 
direts us to put up our petitions according #0 the will, 
the ſecre? will of God ; either of the two requeſts, 
whether for the deliverance from, or reſolution wrder 
our troubles, being a agreeable to the reveal'd declara- 
tion- of his will. He, again, who-labouring under po- 
verty, ſhould, mall humility, as riches of God; with 
no other intention than that of Charity, and benefi- 
cence to the poor, joyning thereunto all honeft human 
Endeavours, would *certainly put up a very lewful 
requeſt to God ; and yet cannot every petitioner pre- 
ſume upon the grant of ſuch requeſt, and the fucceſfs 
of his endeavours, becauſe the Drvine Wiſdom, for 
reaſons beſt known to himſelf, has defign'd him to 
 a&t ſome wferior part in the world. ER 
all that we can depend upon 1n our prayers of this 
lawful indeed, but, not necefiny, manter, 1s, not that 
if we ask aright, we ſhall receive allways er kmd, 
but may. hereafter an equivalent ; not allways 
riches to do good, for inſtance, yet contentment under 
wm _——_ not perhaps deliverance out of 
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t his nature, according to-owr defires, 'and: judgement 
of things, but his ox, accordingly as he ſees the mat- 
ter of them moſt conducive to our happineſs, -and his 
own glory. . And therefore he, (to: bring the matter 
home) who, finding himſelf tempted and-1n a continual 
Burning State, ſhall, upon the | rom of 'his earne/t and 
repeated requeſts of continency, obſtinately reject that 
condition of lite, which God has, in ſuch caſe, recom- 
mended to him, preſcribes to the Divine Providence 
in what way and condition he ſhall belt ſerve him/and 
© . accordingly, no wonder if he be guilty. of fatal miſ- 
—_—_ in 1t, as experience atteſts that the Profeflors 
of Celzbacy notoriouſly are. 

Thirdly, fays he, there 2s no reaſon to. make this 
grace only particular to ſome few ; when as all 'other 
graces conver/ant about the like obje@, i.e. the mode- 
rating and ſubduing of our paſſions are proclaim'd to 
be general, ſuch, for inſtance, as temperance, ſobriety, 
axd the like. 

'Tiz anſwer'd, firſt, that our Salvation 1s immedi- 
ately concern'd in graces of this nature, which tis con- 
teſled on all hands, not to bein that of continency ; and 
therefore no parity of reaſon for an equal extent of 
both. Secondly, that Zheſe graces are only conver- 
{ant about the regu/atimg exterior as, thts about a to- 

* tal reſtraint of one kind of them; the one about ew- 
ce/Jes in our natural a&tions, the other about the total 
ſuppreſſion of a natural a&t it ſelf; and therefore, tho' 

».:1. with my Author, as no Man zs nece//itated to be im- 
moderate in Meat, Drink, Sleep, gc. So is 'no-Man 
neceſſitated to be immoderate im acts of the other 
kind. (For no Man 1s. forc'd upon Sin). Yet, on-the-o- 

ther hand, as Eating, Drinking, and 'Slebping\arevin 
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themſelvs- necefary to 'all Men, {6, We" 
jugal aQts equally natural, aud neceſſary, to1 
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To the obſervation he makes concerning the diffs: 5 14. 


rence" betwixt this gift, and/the extrdotdinary"Vaployaty 
of God's'Spitit;/ tis" ſufficiens\to\teply,' "it, as-It dos 
not:altogethcr partake of'theit'kture; "fo neither of 
that ef his ordinary operations? for; as it is fio*way re- 
quiſite, like them, 'to the" Salvation of \ſuch as afe 
endow d with it: lo neither1s it univerſally offer'd; as 
they are. Only it may not'be improper "to re- 
mark, that it never' comes'within the nomination” w 
+4s, with 'the common, but of yaplonam,” with the 
cultar effefts of the Spirit; that'St. Paid, in his ex- 
hortation'to the Cormthians, to walk* as God hath dt- 
ftributed to every Man the gifts of Virginal,” or Cort- 
jugal chaſtity, ſpeaks in' the fame phraſe with that he 
uſes in his diſcourſe upon the ſupernatural endowments; 
and that, laſtly ; as, ſpeaking of this gitt, he * wiſhes 
all of them who coveted it, (for {0 By ſeveral of the 
Corinthians)were poſſeſs d of it, as well as he fo like- 
wiſe, upon the ſubje& of one of the extraordi ary gra- 
ces, the gift of Tongues; he, ſpeaks in-the very fame 
ſtrain, *and upon the fame occaſion of their-earneſt de- 
fire of it : upon which we tay juſtly conclude,” 'that, 
as the one, is not, ſo neither 1s the other, common 
to all thoſe, who ſhall never fo induſtrrouſſy ſeek it. 


As to what he here only ſuggeſts concerning” the p. 1. 


ſame reſtritions in- relation to-'other graces, 'as/well 
as to continency, which yet-we hold univerſal; it will 
then be time to confider it; when'* we come' to the 


paragraph to which he refers-us. I mon 'while 5. :5. 
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therefore paſs we on to his fourth, and-laſt effort from 
reaſon, which is this: that fince we allow ai/ Mex 
Ow of recerumg that other great precept or caun- 
ſet (terms Synonimous in hisdiale&) for attaining per- 
fe#ion, of quitting ſuperfiuons riches, why not that of 
cantmmengy ikewue? eſpecially, fince our Saviour pro- 
nounces in hike manner of the difficulty of hs,. as of 
the other; *YVeruy 1 jay unto you a rich Max fball 
hardly enter wto the Kingdom of Heaven ; that is, 
in his. expolition, ſhall hardly be brought to part with 
his uitiesin order to the attainment of that end. 
I aniwer, the Counſel of perfeftion, to uſe his own 
Cant, deducible from this paſſage of our Saviour, a- 
mounts, ln plainer engliſh, only to this; that, we are 
by his advice of |*'Go and ſell what thou haſt, and 
grve to the poor, | counſeld to part with our deareſt 
enjoyments, when, by, otherwiſe invincible, tempta- 
tions to Sin, we find they ftand in competition with 
the Kingdom of Heaven, rather than apparently ha- 
zard our Salvation by retaining them. But now what 
a wide difterence is there betwixt the difficulty of all 
Mens receiving this ſaying, and that other of living 
fingle? the difficulty of the former is purely acciden- 
tal, takeing- it's rife from an mordinate, and ſinful, 
love of the World, and is, therefore, corrigible by the 
ordinary anfluences of Grace, denied in {uch cafe, to 
none who ſeek it ; while the difficulty, or, to ſpeak 
maxe-properly,. unpoſſibility, as before explain, of re- 
ceiving the other, proceeds, not from Sin, but from 
ad: bred, and warrantable, delire of procreation, and 
which. therefore, confider'd init ſelf, wathin its due 
bounds, the generality of Men have no grace given 
them to contreul. So that the univertal lati of 


s Matt. 1g.a3, 6 Matt. 3g. 21. 1 
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the poſſibility ot the one do's by no tacans infer the 


ſame extent of the- poſſibility of the ofBer.” © © 
After having ftay'd thus long (to great purpoleys. 6. 
this gerxeral offer, xs be falfly concerv'd, of the 
gift of Continenty-on--God's part ; He ſquandets away v2 


the reſt of the page upon- a lathentable complaint of 
a diſmal conſequence, he'knows of, that attends the 
contrary opinion; and that is the vragetnent It 
ſuggeſts from attempting the fingle condition of life, 
But will my Author impartmlly fet the confequences 
that wait upon or opinion, with thoſe that follow 
trom his own ? The worſt that can be taid' of ours, 
ſhould it prove falſe, is, that it allows not the 
and encouragement to the Cehbate, which it 4 
and ſo robs the Church of the credit of ps a gre: 

number of Votaries; but yet entarls no Situ n thoks 
who a& upon ſuch ſuppoſition; it remains ſtill Tawftif 
for thoſe, in the conce 
are aQtually poſfſe'd of the gift of Continency, to Mar- 
ry, and much more for thoſe, who- are ol Candi- 
dates for it. But now the contrary opinion of the tni- 


veriality of the gift, upon which the Laws of perpe- 
tual Cehbacy are , if falſe, infallibly expoſes 
thouſands to an a tort, puts then vu 


a' ſinful tempting of God, and miſerbly leys them 
n to the reſtleſs temptations -of the . And, 
if we may judge of the falſhood of the Hyporhe/fs, 
by the fatal and numerous miſcarriages of thoſe, who 
att upon it, we have all the reaſon in the World to 
believe it one of the moſt and deftruQive 
opinions to the Souls of Men, that the ſophiſtry ofthe 
infernal Spirit has hitherto put upon ther. 
There remains but one hint more worth remark 
in this tedious paragraph; and that- s- his extremly 
| ignorant, 


ton of my Author himfelf, who... 1. 


1 24 7 | 

' ignorant, ox. confident; ofter,. to infinuate: his opinion 
of the univerfal pofliblity. of this-gift; from the; Apo- 
ſtle's caving *.2v4ves amongſt: the reſt, (admitting that 
word. to be underſtood of ' a /ocal ſeparation), and, fol. 
lowing Chriſt, An admirable art.of r — certain- 
ly this; Man's, whichteaches, him to argue from.a ve- 
ry few. particutars, to an univer{al, from an exfraor: 
dinary caſe and afliſtance to 'ordinary, from grace to 
contain confer'd in caſe of abſtinence impos d by God, 
to the like expeCtation of it in that, which we raſhly 
and ; unwarrantably ampoſe upon our, ſelves. 

'And thus, for ought we; yet, ſee, have-not-.all-the 
united forces of his reaſon been able to proye theunt 
verſality of this gift. 

And I think we have lels cauſe /to fear, (which is) 
the next thing to be conſider'd, that he can'ever bribe 
the  Seriptures,. to ſecond him. in the attempt-- The 
topping text of the party, atext-ſo frequently preſs'd by 
my Author, that one would imagin he wrote his whole 
book for the ſake of it, 4s that. of St. * Paul, where he 
tells us, that, the young Widdows,. who had Married 
after their dedication to the Churches ſervice, had dam- 
nation for cating off their firſt Faith, which he could 
. not have ſaid # God had not given them meer of ob- 
ſerving their vow.; but ſhould rather have allow'd, 
their remarrying, and blamd their vowing.” "Tis an- 
ſwer'd that ſuppoſing St. Paw to have blam'd theſe 
Women for remarrying, upon this ground, that God 
had given them grace. to contain; my D/courſer muſt 
new. model all the Rules of Logic, before he can thence 
infer the univerſal poſlibility of the gift. For why, 
of unneceſlaries, may not God give to one, what he 
wall deny to another ? as thas been RG abundant- 

FP « Lukei3; 28,29. [6 1 Tim: 5. 11, 12+, ; 1} Th 
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ly. evinc'd: and therefore; tho' it be granted, that they 
Married out of pure Hantorneſs, when they had abi- 
lity to-contain,' yet how dos' it: follow but that others 
Marry out of meer nece//aty ? Fry 

And tho this be a ſufficient anſwer to the argument; 
He. has fram d- from this celebrated text; 'yet, 24/y; 18 
the; Apoſtle ſo far from di/allowing their remarrying, as 
my Author pretends, that he plainly adviſes it v. 14. 
expounded of ſuch votaries (if I may call them fo) 
by the Pathers themſelves:, and that, not in compli- 
ance with their want of 244] as the Diſcourſer ſup- 
poſes, but power, to contain; for, otherwiſe, tis not 
reaſonable, to preſume he would ever have preſcribed 
this merhod of ſubduing their inclinations to thoſe 
already engag'd in the Churche's ſervice, and maintaind 
by Her; but mult rather, with my. Author, have ex- 
horted ſuch perſons at leaſt, who had already laid them- 
ſelves under an obligation, to an attainment of the gitt, 
by prayer, faſting, and other caſtigations of the fleſh; 
howſoever he might for the future, (as we ſee he did) 
provide againſt the ſcandal of theſe infirmities of the 
fleſh, by a prohibition of admittance into the: order 
under the age of ſixty. And yet, we ſee, He ſuggeſts 
nothing like it, but 2974, on the contrary, iha#- the 
younger Women | amongſt the: profes d Widows, who 
had a mind to it |] Marry, agreeable-to his order con- 


: 


a Chryſoſt, in loc. and from him The- Jone Fe gia profeſhone notabiliter ince- 
ophyladt,  eyoryuraras wir ifunbuns tend Fdere.t Y aguſt- L 
ts toy RS OL TRE 2:7 
Aop Tens TV 34 wan, BEAD jet kf, YU Ta em Apetibiicem fs proviient offe mus. 
bairer,  Ambrol. in loc. 'Quoniam qua | qigres, Qui nomen ſuunr ſivvellent ag- 
ſupra dixit de hujuſmodi contraria & il- | noſcere'; mundanes ſe quam mun- 
lica, perducunt eas ad, mortem ; idcir- | 46s vocere : viduas fuas ori co- 
co confiliure dat & precipit ea fierique gunty q jp Ed npermictunt; non 
Mita fans. Melius eff enym domus fuz | egin prudentiotes' tabetidi--ſant quam 
curafff *gerere quath inalittia domo. adu- | paalas'' tas qui it; malo eas rt- 
ari, & mulcum expedit nubere, quam fub | :ygete; fo yew "ſs get's 19W iis f c 
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[ 26 ] ls, 
cerning Widows in general in the 7. of the* Coronthians, 
if they contain not, tet ths! not ſtruggle with God'f6r- 
the gift of continency, but] Marry. 34/y Therefore, we 
mult certainly ſeek farther for what the Apoſtle repre- 
hends in theſe perſons ; and it ſeems to me to be this; 
firſt; the motive totheir Marriage, their light and 2vartor 
humor, exprefs'din the 1 17h verſe; and then, 2d, the 
conſequence, that frequently attended it, their renounc- 
ing their 77 /t Faith properly fo call d ; z. e. * their Chri- 
ſtianity, exprefs'd in the 127h. For matching many times 
with Infidels, or Jews, they frequently came to throw off 
their office and religion together. Hence T preſume, it is, 
that the Apoſtle limits the liberty, he gives Widows to 
Marry, to their Marrying * oz zz the Lord: 1.e. inthe 
expoſition of the Fathers to Converts to the Chriſtian 
Faith; and the wiſdom of the following Ages of the 
Church, was not deſtitute of proviſions in relation to this 
matter. 4thly, and laſtly, ſuppoſing them culpable for 
their remarrying,abſtratted from the conſiderations now 
mention'd, yet certainly muſt he be underſtood to have 
hadan eye likewiſe to the 9cca/107, they gave of bringing 
a ſcandal upon the Church, by departing from their en- 
gagements, and the raſhneſs and inconfideratneſs of their 
entring upon them. - Hence ſay Chry/o/tom 4.and Theo- 
phylaft upon their remarrying, that they did not ſoberly 
and judicwuſly make choice of their State. And the Au- 
thor of the Conſtitutions aſcribed to St. Clement has-1o 
particularly ſtated this matter, that I ſhall not grudg to 
tranſlate Him. Brut of ye admit a younger Woman mto 
_— v. D. wet the late excellent London-Treatife of 

6 Sec Bp, Jewells Def, of his Apal. | Celibacy pig. 42. 
part 2. Page 176, (hemnit, Examen. | - « 1 Cor. 7.39. 8 
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ua rrp yer a hood, and ſbe; not bearing is, in ber 
0” ax yak foo ſhe will do @ thing urhbecoming the 

br Cr retraft her foe, to Gd, not be- 


= p64 TION but that ; ym hex pro- 
miſe, growing wanton againf} Chrifk, can be came 
not in Faith and in the jear of God. tothe perfar- 
mance of her promiſe, wherefore we ought not rghy, 
but ages iy, to make them. 


20), Argues the Diſcourſer, Newber 10uld' our Sa 
vir have s + the like reſolution. and attempt 


in thoſe, who, he' ſatth,, made themſelves Etnuchs for Par. i: 


the Kingdom of Heaven, Mat. 19. 12. if he would not 
alſo be affiſtant to them with his grace ; as he ap- 
prov d their purpoſe and defgn. Very well! But, firſt, 
where meets he with the great recommendations and 
encomiums of thoſe voluntary Eunuchs he ſpeaks of? 


=o 


Our Savior ſays, in the» place, he quotes, that zZhere Sces. 8. 


are ſuch ; and adviſes them to continue - ſo rather 
than to Marry; but I find nothing of the mighty pa- 
negyric, my Author promis'd us in all this. But; 
2djy, the poor Man has miſerably dropt the queſtion 
in his CT —_ fit of admiring this a _ condtt- 
on ;, for we doubt not, but that God" al/}iſt thoſe 
with his Grace, who make themſelves Eunuchs for the 
Kingdom of Heaven, 1. e. all thoſe, to whom he gives 
the gift; but then the queſtion 1s behind ſtill whether 
this gift be univerſal or no; which we deny, and he 
has not prov'd.. The remaining part of this paragraph 
has been anſwer'd already; and Lee no obligation, I have 
to dance after him in all his notorious tautologies. 


3dly, Nether would St. Paul have approv'd the ſame . 


reſolution in thoſe who could maſter ſo far their own w1ll, 
unleſs, unleſs what ? unleſs every one could attain the 


« Mutt. 19. v.12, 6 Matt. 19. v. 1t. compared with v.12. 
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ſame maſtery over their wills, for that's the point in 
hand, would he not approve it ? "Tis plain the Reaſon 
lyes on the contrary fide, and that all can not maſter 
them. But, he would much more have approv d this vi- 
Fory over natural mclinations, m the Virgin than in the 
Father, who night be neceſſitated to go againſt his 
will, by the incontmacibility (or, honorificabilttudimt- 
tatibus) of the Yirgm. And what then? Juſt nothing. 
Well, but the need of Marriage to ſome mention d 
1 Cor. 7. v. 36. ts not neceſſity abſolute, as ars by 
what follows: do what He will, the other domyg bet- 
ter. But, firſt, ſhould we grant that the Virgins, the 
Apoſtle ſpeaks of, lay not under any abſolute neceſſity 
of marriage, yet why may not others ? Secondly, 'tis 
highly probable they did, why elſe ſhould the Apo- 
ſtle have advisd their parents rather to Marry them, 
eſpecially in thoſe afflifted times, which yet he does 
in thoſe very words | do what he will | i.e. what 
he intended, which was the —— them *, where- 
by this miſtaken man thinks he left it indifferent to 
them under thoſe circumſtances. Thirdly, 'tis farther 
to be obſervd, that the reed expreſs'd in this v. is ex- 
plain d by «yw, xzeces/ity, without any limitation, in 
the next, and laſtly, that Zhe dome better v. 38. is not 
{aid of gzvmmg her im marriage, who had xzeed of it, v. 
36. as this Sophiſter would put upon us; but of Her, 
who lay under no ſuchxece//#y of it, v.37 *. Thus wifely 
do's my Author affe& brevity, when he finds his Argu- 
ment will' not bear a diftin& view. 

But becauſe we are upon the Chapter of Scripture 
in relation to the extent of this gift, we will here ſee, 


a See T heophyl. in loc. Det cam nup- ; lam, nec illi ingerat fomitem nuptia- 


. 


tum ; Grot. in loc. rum,quam vider nubendi yoluntatem non 
b Hoc dicit, ut qui virginem habet, | habere. Ambroſ, in loc. 
cuianimus ad nuptias non cf, ſerver il- | 
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(what the Diſcourſer has'attempted im a remote para- 
graph) whether Hebe any more ſucceſsful in eluding 
thoſe Scriptures, we alledg tor its being particular, than_ 
he has been in thoſe, whereby he would have prov 
untver/al, that ſo the Reader may have this whole argu- 
ment under his yiew at once. 

The” Texts, we alledg are known to be theſe, firſt,” 
the anſwer of our * Savior to his Diſciples, who, upon 
his ſtateing the bond of Marriage indiffoluble, unleſs 
upon cauſe of Fornication, replied, that it was better 
then for a Man not to Marry; to whom he {ubjoyns : {47 
men receive not this ſaying of living fingle, /ave they 
to whom it 1s grven. Secondly, that of St. * Paul, where, 
ſpeaking  expreſsly of the difference of Mens abilities 
and graces 1n relation to the Conjugal and Virginal ſtate, 
He affirms, that every man has his proper gift of God ; 
and in *another verſe of the ſame Chapter, that there was 
a neces/ity upon ſome parents to give therr YVirgms, or 
daughters, mz marriage ; juſt now conſider'd. To theſe 
the ſumm of the Diſcourſer's anſwer 1s this, that, what 
our Savior and St. Paul here affirm, relates only to the 
great ſtrength of the temptations of Luſt, beyond all 
other : to the great impediments im ſome, more than in 
others, ari/mg from natural temper, age, condition of 
hfe, former habits, &c. and from moſt mens averſneſs 
to undergo thoſe rigors and mortifications, which pro- 
cure and preſerve contmency &c. but not to the de- 
nyal of ſufficient grace to conquer, and ſubdue them 
all, This 1s the ſumm total of what he has filled three 
whole pages with; and the Reply may ly within the 
ſame compaſs of lines with the ſubſtance of his anſwer, 
'Tis true then that God denies none ſufficient Grace a- 
gainſt inducements to Sm, from theſe temptations and 


4 Matt. 19. 9g, 10, 11, 12. 6 1 Cor. 7.7, «& y,36. 


i. paſſions, 
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paſſions, but not againſt-inducements #0 _— from 
them: 'Tis abſolutely neceflary, in the ofle caſe, for 
the attainment of Salvation, and therefore denied to 
none, not ſo in the other, and therefore granted to few. 
The firſt impreſſions of Grace upon the will are never 
wanting to any Man in relation to his acquiſition of 
whatſoever 1s requiſite to that great end, and are never 
withdrawn. but upon his abuſe of them; as my Au- 
thor has very induſtriouſly ſhown to no purpoſe for a 
whole page together; but here then lyes his fatal mi- 
ſtake, that he did confider,that the firſt motions of Grace, 
(without which Men cannot ſtirr of themſelves) to- 
wards to the attainment of things of an unneceflary na- 
ture, as continency, on all hands 1s granted to be, are 
not univerſally beſtow d, and, conſequently, the gift 
by no means univerſally acquirable. And this 1s in- 
deed what the Diſcourſer, after having vex'd his 
thoughts upon this Argument, happily ſtumbles upon 
P. 35. and would gladly ſham off by humbly concezo- 
mg we do'nt ſtate the matter fo - in anſwer to which 
I as humbly beg his pardon. But once more yet 
He call's in the ſtale /afvo of the councel of perfeCti- 
on to his aid ; and will, think we, God any more de- 
ny the firlt influences of his grace 1n-order to the arriv- 
ing at the perfection, he adviſes, than he will for per- 
forming the duties he commands? Tis anſwer briefly, 
that the duties he commands, he commands all Men, to 
whom therefore he will never be wanting 1n the firſt 
illapſes of his grace for their performance of them ; the 
perfeion he adviſes being only this, that he, who has 
the gift to live ſingle, rather make uſe of it, - than 
Marry, (as I have told him already more than once) 

Sce$ 8. He adviſes only to thoſe who are » able to recerve it, 


« Matt. 19, 11,12, 
or 


i} 


| 4+ + a 
or as explgind- in the-preceding v. 0 hom 1 15 geven 
to live ,. by eryoying and 1mproying the. firſt jn- 
fluxes of his grace in this kind, not common toall Men. 
And indeed our Savior s anſwer to his Diſciples had not 
been full and fatisfaftory taken in any other ſence. For 
if God did really extend the firſt tenders of his grace 
univerſally to all Men, and they only fail'd of attaining 
the gift, through their own default, it could ſtill have re- 
maind true, that 7 was better, then, not to marry ; in 
as much as it was better ſtill to cloſe with God's 
ofter of this Grace, notwithſtanding the difficulty of 
the attempt, (which would {till be alleviated by the 
farther aſliſtances of his concurrent Grace) than to la- 
bour under the accidental inconveniences of Marri- 
age, as our favior had ſtated it indifloluble, and there- 


fore, the power to contain, as my Author argues, 7s ?- 33 


grven to any, who uſe the means, to ſubdue their paſ- 
ſons 4c. yet here lics his miſtake, that he did not 
conſider, that the power to ſubdue their paſſions, fo 
far as to make them not ſtand in _necd of marriage, 
15 not given to all Men ; not only through their neg- 
le& of cultivating and improving grace already be- 
ſtow d, but becauſe the generality of them never had 
it beſtow'd upon them at all, as a thing no way re- 
quiſite to their. Salvation, T ſhall not ſtay to make 
any farther application of what has been faid to 
the particulars of his diſcourſe upon this Argu- 
ment; if the Reader. pleaſes only to carry thus 
much along with him, the fallacious wnpertinence 
of what he has ſpun ont. to the length of two leaves 
diſcovers its ſelf upon ordinary attention. And now 
ſince he has done with theſe texts,” Þ ſhall crave leave 
to.take them, up after Him, and becauſe the voice of 


God, howſeyer clear and exprels, is, in ſome Metis 


eſtimate, 
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eſtimate, thought, like their own Prayers,gp an un- 


known tongue, wy 
out the voice of 


ive but an uncertain 
en to determine its fignification ; 


with- 


I ſhall briefly ſhew, that the Fathers themſelves, as 
from the words of our Saviour expreſsly, {o likewiſe 
with a regard to them in all probability, make conti- 
nency a particular, not a common talent. 


The Diſcourſer has been 


* already told of the con- 


ceſſion, made by. Maldonate, not only of the general 


ſtream of interpreters, but 


of three of that venerable 


number, Origen, Nazianzen, and Ambroſe ; to whom 
he adds * Z4/7zn, in the following page, and yet, atthe 
ſame time, like one blunder'd betwixt obſtinacy and 
conviction, makes him ftand alone in that opimon. 
To thele I muſt add Cyprian, Hilary, Gregory the great, 


and even St. Zerom himſelf, as elſewhere, ſo particu- 


larly in his very comment upon this place. 


All which 


teſtimonies I ſhall, in the laſt place, ſhut up, with 
$. 22,27, thoſe of three conſiderable Councils, held at -4zcyra, 


G 
ſhall ſee by and by. 


# Anſwer to Conſiderations on 
Spirit of Martin | urher. p- 19. 

6 Qui poteft capere capiat; quod non 
ommes ca iunt, ergo quipoteſt, capiat, quod 
non omnes capiunt ; poſlunt aurem capere, 
quibus hoc preſtat miſericordia Dei oc- 
culta, {ed non injuſta. Avgaſt I. 2, de a- 
dulterinis conjugiis, c.'$. Ec de bono vi- 
duitatis c. 9, Sed quoniam, ficut ait Domi- 
nus, non omnes capiunt vetbum hoc, que 
poteſt ergo capere, capiat,que (e-non con- 
tinet, nubat. Siautem perleverare nolint, 
aut ox poſſins, melius eſt ut nubanc &c. 
C pr. ep. ad Pompon, 62: Cui (ci qui ſe ca- 
ſtraverit propter >" celorum | nos 

uogue hmiles cthch, ft temen mus 
Lantonbic Hilar, 55s Quod ines 
tuirſurmum effe, quo devegawt amininen, | 


Gregor,in paſtorali te rertiaz admon. | 
59- | ef ci Sato I. Poſſnt, nunquam | 


the | 


ra, and” Nee, whoſe'ſentiments in this matter we 


Dominus diceret, qui poteſt capere mo 
at, & Apoſtolus in ſuadendo non trepida- 
ret. Hiero'. adv. Jovin. |. 1. p 412. & 
inloc. Unde (ex eoſcil quod nullus Eu- 
nuchorum conſequitur regnum ccalorum, 
niſt qui ſe caſtraverir propter Chriſtum) 
infere Dominus, qui poreſt capere capiat ; 
ut unuſquiſque conlideret vires ſuas; 
utrum poſit wennery pudicitiz Pr=cepra 
implere ; per {ce erin caſtitas. blanda eft, 
& quemilzber ad fe alliciens ; /ed confude- 
rande ſunt wires, ut wi poteſt capere capi- 
at. 'To whom I thall add fri ve one of 
the beſt writers of their own Church. 
Nor dicit, qui v#/t, {6d qui poteff (cape- 
re capiat) quia & fi, velles, & non ſentis 
te tant couſtantie ut $s capere tante 
perfectionis mUnygs,no0n cs.dd numere iC- 
orum qui poſſunt C2pere+ ip l0C, Gn) 


As 
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As to e other text, of St. Paul, in the 7th of the Co 
rinthians, Where, ſpeaking of theſe. two different ſtates, 
He affirms in reference to them, that every man hath 
his proper gift of God, 1 defire only it may be confi- 
der'd with relation to its context for its expoſition. The 
Apoſtle then, in the ſame verſe, wiſhing that a// mer 
were even as He Himſef, i.e, did contain, as he did, 
rather than, at that jun&ure, Marry ; in the following 
words, now before us, accounts for the difference ob- 
ſervable amongſt them as to this matter; which, if 
it be, what this Diſcourſer pretends, only this, that 
ſome Men will uſe the means for attaining continency, 
others not, I would defire to know, why then dos the 
Apoſtle aſcribe it to their having, or not * having the 
gift, and not rather to their reſpeAive cultivateing, or 
negleCt of it ; which he do'snot in the leaſt ſuggeſt. 


We come now, in the next place, to confider our $.29. 


Author's argument for the univerſality of the gift of 
continency, from the prohibitions and prattice of An- 
tiquity, in which he 1s confident of ſo great an advan- 
tage over us, that nothing, he thinks, can be replied 
Yo the inſtances he alleges. Now tho' the cauſe do 
not depend upon any Autority' purely humane, but 
upon the Scripture, and Reaſon, with which it 1s ſe-+ 
conded, yet I doubt not but, after an impartial exa- 
mination of the ſeveral Canons he has produc'd, and 
ſome obſervations upon them, in which method he has 
led me the way, the Cauſe of his Church will be found 
to ſuffer confiderably more by the attempt than ours. 
I ſhall examin them in that order, in - which he 
has huddled them up, and endeavour to place them 


s Quyamvis ego vellem omnes Homi-  unaſquiſque &c. -» unus donum caſtita» 
nes eſſe inconjugatos. tamen (cio non efle | tis conjugalis, alius virginez &c. Cajet. 
commune tamum donum omnibus, ſed | inloc. 
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in that true light, which he-ſeems, to' have: induftri- 
ouſly diſſembled. : 

He ſets forward from the 277h, or, as others, the 2 67h 
of thoſe Canons, call'd Apoſtolical : Ex ts qut non du- 
aa uxore ad Clerum promoti ſunt, jubemus, /t velint, 
uxorem ducere, Lefores ey Cantores ſolos. Which ma- 
nifeſtly imports that all orders of the Clergy, from the 
higheſt to the loweſt, might Marry before, Readers 
and Singers only after, they enter'd upon their fun&ion; 
as 1s evident, as well from the plain words of the text, 
as from the Commentaries of Bal/amon and Zoraras 
upon it, which my Author may at his leiſure recon- 
cile with the preſent praCtice and conſtitution of the 
Church of Rome in this particular ; as likewiſe the 
Canon that precedes it, which orders the depoſition 
of a Biſhop, Prieſt, or Deacon, for the cauſe of For- 
nication. | | 

The next he mentions is the tenth Canon of the 
Council of 4ucyra. Quicunqgue Diacont conſlituti, in 
iþſa ordinatione proteſtati ſunt, e&> dixerunt, oporte- 
re ſe uxores ducere, cum non poſaunt fic manere : 1 i 
uxorem poſtea duxerint, /mnt i miniſterio, eo ues hoe 
fit iths ab Epiſcopo conceſſum, /i qui autem, hoc /ulen- 
.tio preterito, &y in ordmatione ut ita manerent, ſu/- 
ceptt ſunt, poſtea autem ad matrimonium venerunt, 
u a diaconatu ceſgent. Where we find, not. Readers 
and Singers only, - as in the preceding; Canon ,- but 
Deacons likewiſe, allow'd the liberty of - Marriage at- 
ter Ordination, (as. all ranks of the Clergy- were | al- 
lowd it before) only upon this eaſy condition of pro- 
teſting their z2abi/ity to contain, at the time of their 
going-into Orders. And is not this an admirable Ca- 
non in favour of that Celibacy, which is command- 
ed in the Church of Rome ? a Man would be tempted 


to 


” 


[ 35 ] 
to think the Author wrote this ſhortly after his re- 
volt, and ſo miſtook his Party. Baronus and. Binins, 
I am ſure, took a (great deal” of pains to elude the 
force of 1t, canceiving it to make too much for the 
Proteſtants. My Author makes only this remark up- 
on it, in countenance of the general argument of his 
book, but without the leaſt aim at a proof of his af- 
ſertion, that poſe here 1s to be taken, as explaind in 
his 24. Paragraph, that 1s, for want of will to ſubdue 
their paſſions, and the temptations that court them ; 
and ſo the Fathers of this Council muſt be ſup- 
pos'd to have allowd the Deacons liberty to Mar- 
ry after Ordination, for this weighty reaſon, that 
they would not give themſelves the trouble of con- 
taining, and in conſequence of this defign, I preſume, 
it is, that the Author thought fit- to make uſe of 
I/idore Mercator s Verfion of the Canon, who ren- 
ders the original ypma: zawnoz by velle ſe uxores habere, 
that they 20d have Wiyes; whereas the plain un- 
perverted meaning of it is, that they ought to have 
them, becauſe they had declard they could 197 con- 
tain. 

The next he alledges 1s the firſt Canon of the Coun- 
cil of Neoczſarea Presbyter /tuxorem duxerit ordine 
ſuo moveatur : If a Presbyter Marry, that is, after he 
has taken upon him the order of the Presbytery (=yo- 
BiTegcs tar way) He is to be depos'd; an evident argu- 


\ment, firſt, that it was the praCtice of thoſe days for 


Presbyters to Marry after Ordination; for why elſe 

ſhould this Canon prohibit it? and ſecondly, that they 

=_ ſtill retain and affociate with thoſe Wives they 

had Married before Ordination, and what is this to 

the preſent Roman conſtitution? eſpecially when it 1s 

conſ1der'd that the- ſequel of the ſame Canon Jr | 
| E 2 that 
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that a Presbyter for Fornication, or Adultery, ſhall 
not only be deposd, but be expelld the Communion 
of the Church, and undergoe the rigorous puniſhments ' 
of the Chriſtian penitents; wiſely diſcouraging lewd- 
neſs in the Clergy, whilſt they ſet limits to their law- 
ful enjoyments. ' For 1t ſeems t'was no current doarine 
in thoſe days, that t'was more pardonable in a Prieſt 
to commit Fornication than Matrimony. 

His fourth aflault is made from no leſs Autority than 
a Canon of a general and very venerable Council, the 
third of the firſt of Nice; which being back'd with 
his own profound reaſoning upon it, will perhaps ſeem 
to require a more particular examination. The Ca- 
non 1s thus: Yeruit magna Synodus. omnino, ne liceat 
Eprſcopo, nec Presbytero, nec Diacono, nec uli penitus 
eorum qui ſunt in Clero, introduttam habere Mulie- 
rem, preterquam utique matrem, vel ſororem, vel a- 
mitam, vel eas ſolas perſonas que omnem ſuſpicionem 
effugiunt. For the right underſtanding whereof, and 
diſpelling that miſt, this AutHor has rais'd about it, it will 
be neceflary only briefly to remark who theſe owiocma, 
or mtrodutte multeres were, of which the Canon 
ſpeaks. And that they were only ſuch as being de- 
voted to Virginity themſelves, cohabited with the un- 
marryed Clergy, 1s ſo demonſtrably evident, befides 
other teſtimonies, from St. * Chry/o/tom's oration to thoſe 
who entertain'd them, and from the /choha of Balſa- 
mon* upon 'St. Ba/al s Epiſtle to Gregory, or, as others, 
Paregortnas, the Presbyter, who kept one of them in 


« "io Þ mus it jaus oþ onioide yo _ or Blaſtares, in his matrimo- 
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nial caſes, c. 19. {peaking of Biſhops, 
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his Houſe ;- that if this Author had duly and impar- 
tially confider'd this point of Antiquity, he muſt needs 


have dropt this Canon and © his argument together. 


For it being undeniably evident, as well from the te- 
ſtimonies here alledg'd, as from the univerſal vote of 
this Council, upon the motion of Paphnutius, that 
the Clergy might retain the. Wives, they had Marryed 
before Ordination, which my Author himſelf, in the 
very ſame” page, has not the confidence to deny, 'tis 
more than ridiculous to urge againſt the credibility of 


their having Waves, that there had then been no cauſe o. :5. 


of that ſuſpition, the Canon ſuggeſts from their coha- 
biting with the owwoxxm'; for the Canon relates not 
to the marryed, but to the unmarryed Clergy, who en- 
tertaind that fort of Women, and, thereupon, fell 
under ſufpition of diſhoneſty : or, that i# had heen un- 


reaſonable and unſafe, to have deprrv'd their Wives of 


all Women-attendance and ſociety ; for, again, the Canon 
concerns not them, who had Wives; nor does the word 
ovreozxres comprehend all ſorts of Female attendants, 
or ſociety, as my Author, to countenance his argument, 
and by ufing the Verfion which renders it by the gene- 
ral term of multer extranea, ſeems fondly to imagin ; 
but ſuch only, as the ſingle Clergy adopted, as it were 
under the Chara&er of S:/ters, * or beloved, tor the 
ſake,of ſociety, and mutual converſation, which ex- 
tended even as far as bedding together, tho", as both 
parties made frequent proteſtations, without the leaſt 
violation of their chaſtity. And now, I think, I may 
ſafely diſmiſs this particular with this one remarque 
more; that 1f a voluntary, but intemperate, zeal for 


continency did, in thoſe days of greater ſanQity, draw 
« Valeſusin his Learned Notes upon| inſcribed in an old Code at Corby, de 


Euſebius his Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory 1. 7. | /ſabimtrodu#is, id oft, adopt ivis fororibus . 
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along with 1t a praQtice of ſogreat * ſcandal, and per- 
nicious example, which occaſion d this and ſeyeral 0- 
ther Canons, Antiquity made againſt it, we cannot but, 
in theſe dregs of times, .expe& that a much more ſtrict, 
and forc'd Celibacy 1n the Clergy muſt needs be at- 
tended with more fatal and deſtruQive conſequents. 

As for the ſtory of Paphnutis im this Council, which, 
my Author ſays, makes /o great a noiſe among/t us, 
I do not find that either he, or the Champions of his 
cauſe, Baronus, and Bellarmin &c- have yet been a- 
ble, with all their zealous endeavours, to ſtiflle 
it. The ſtory is, in ſhort, this; * (for, fince he has 
mention it, I ſhall not content my ſelf with his lame 
and imperfect relation of it;) that, motion being made 
by ſome Biſhops in the Council to introduce 4 ew Law 
into the Church, whereby the Married Biſhops, Preſ- 
byters, and Deacons, ſhould, after Ordination, ſeperate 
from their Wives they had Marryed before; Paph- 
nutius rifing up, did vehemently declare againſt it, 
alleging that /o oa a yoke ought not to be impoſed 
upon the Clergy: Marriage being honourable, and a 
bed undefil d,leaſt they ſhould rather injure than edify 
the Church by ſo ſevere a prohibition (and let expe- 
rience ſpeak the truth of his predition) for that all 
Men <« could not put off their natural paſſions and in- 
clinations; ſtileing the uſe of a lawtul Wite chas7zy, 
and urging farther againſt ſuch ſeparation, (as Gela/+ 
#5 adds, in his ſecond book of the Acts of this Coun- 
- c1l,) this text, that, what God had:joyu d no Man ought 
to put a ſjunder, and that, the chaſtity of Wives 1ſo 
ſeparated might hereby likewiſe be endanger d, and, 


# Quando eth ſtuprum eorum con- | 4 Socrat. Hiſt. Ecclef, |. 1c. 11, Sozo- 
ſcientiz dent, hoc _ rande crimen | menl. 1.c. 23, edit. Vales. 
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that, therefore he thought ir ficient, that, according 
to the- ancient tradition of the Church, the Clergy 
ſhould not Marry after Orders, but yet that none 
ſhould be obligd to ſeperate from the Wives they had 
Marryed before. - To which inſtance of hjs the whole 
Council unanimoufly conſented, leaving every Man 
to his liberty in this matter. After which impartial 
relation of the paflage, I cannot but again reflect 
upon the difingenuity of this Author, firft, in ſlurring 
over the ' weighty and unanftwerable reafons of Paph- 
nutins with the mention of a grave 7ugum, and nah; 
conveniently tackd to 1t. Secondly, in not acquaint- 
ing his Reader with the determination of the Coun- 
cil upon the motion of that venerable perſon, but leay- 
ing = matter undecided, as his private opinion only. 
Thirdl in that empty triumph ef his, in the conclu- 
ſion of this ſtory, wherein he tacitly taxes the Re- 
form'd Writers of infincerity, in citeing this Hiſtory 
in behalf of the Marriage 0 the Clergy after holy Or- 
ders; which I defy him to ſhow either in Catvm, 
whom he mentions, or any of our Writers. Fourth- 
ly, in that falſe and frivolous boaſt of his, that this 
ſingle inſtance of Paphmutins, ſtands for a buhvark 
againFt all the other evidence m this point of _ Anti 
quity. For in what. point dos he mean? if in that 
of Marrying after Orders, 'tis a moſt falſe ſuggeſtion 
that we pretend to any ſuch thing from it; if before, 
then, as has in ſome meaſurealready, and will ſtill far- 
ther appear, we havenot only this oecumenical Coun- 
cil, but abundant others on our fide. My Author has 
dropt.one_ expreſſion in proof, - I preſume, of the in- 
difterency of Paphnutius, as to the Marriage of the 
Clergy, which tis pitty to diflemble the force of, and 
that 4 that he himſelf was never Marryed.. And there- 
tore 


; [ 40 ] | 

fore doubtleſs his teſtimony and opinion in this caſe 
-the lefs' conſiderable. Admirable ! But turn the tables 
only, and ſuppoſe him Marryed, or addicted to- the 
more venial Sin of Fornication. I doubt not but we 
ſhould have, been run out of breath with a parentheſis 
of half a ſpans length to have ſhewn, upon that ſcore, 
the invalidity of his opinion. And can any Man of 
the common make of underſtandings doubt, but that the 
extraordinary and celebrated continency of thus excel- 
lent 'perſon, to which I might juſtly add thoſe other ſu- 
pernatural qualifications, the working of Miracles * gc. 
which make up the reſt of his character, as they give 
credit to the cauſe we maintain, ſo likewiſe force and 
vigor to the arguments he produces in favour of it. 
For can any thing be more cogent, than that he, who 
was endow d with the gift of Continency in ſo emi- 
minent a degree, ſhould yet, in the Spirit of an Apo- 
ſtle, declare himſelf ſenſible of the inability of all Men 
to be as he was? and indeed +tis obvious to refleft up- 
on that warm * concern he expreſsd, and the force of 
the reaſonings he us'd in defence of the Clergys re- 
taining thoſe Wives they had Marryed before Ordina- 
tion, (and which do, as ſtrongly conclude for their Mar- 
riage 1n general) and the coolneſs of his expreſſions in 
relation-to the traditionary prafice of the' Church, that 
they ſhould not Marry after; for here he ſays only that 
it was /af/iczent « to obſerve it. Whereas in the for- 
mer caſe he alleges the Scriptures ſpeaking lowdly on 
his fide; a plain indication, that he thought his argu- 
ments, on the one fide, concluſive, and commved at, 
rather than approyd, the praftice of the Church, on 
the other. 
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In recounting this ſtory of the excellent Paphmuitrus 
my Author has, indeed unluckily mention'd, but yet 
wiſely hudled up, and flurrd over two Canons of two 
ſeveral Councilsas if he would be thought tobe Confei- 
ous, that they made much more to his: Adverfarie's pur- 
poſe, than his own. The firſt of them (for Iam forcd to 
attend him back again to thegoale from whence we ſtart- 
ed) is the fifth of thoſe ſtiled Apoſtolical. - Eprſcopus, vel 
Presbyter ,vel Diaconus uxorem ſuam ne _=— religtionts 


leponat /m autem ejecerit, ſegregetur, &y /i perſeveret, 


atur : for 1t was, 1t ſeems, the praftice of ſeveral 


of the Clergy, in that, and after ages of the Church, 


to put away their Wives at their pleaſure, upon a pre- 
tence of a more intire devoting of themſelyes to the 
miniſtry of the Church, thereby reproaching the con- 
jugal ſtate as inconſiſtent with true purity and holy- 
neſs of life. Which pra&tice the Church thought fit, 
by this Canon, to obviate, as likewiſe, conſequently, 
the falſe notion, upon which it was built, the. impu- 


rity * of the Matrimomal bed ; which being ſtilkwthe Seeg.27. 


prime and fundamental reaſon of the injunCtion of Ce- 
libacy to the Clergy, the Author, or Authors, of theſe 
Canons, as far as their Autority reaches, have ſuffici- 
ently confuted, and conſequently, the Law of Celibacy 
it ſelf, on which it 1s ultimately grounded : and upon 
what reaſons ſoever (which ſhall afterwards be examin'd) 
the Church generally thought fit to prohibit Marri- 
age to the Clergy after Orders, tis moſt certaip, the 
Authors of theſe Canons, if confiſtent with themlielves, 
4 "Eos Þ tie Naberty Gras Tire os 24s | cally expounds it. Non licebit Epiſco- 
And Moan wy is. aw web yune »y dome ip Tmoy fub pretext a 
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could not prohibit it upon this. As' for. the trifling 
ſuggeſtion of my Author that ſome, (1. e. Belarmin, 

and his folleowers,) think, this Canon provided for their 
maintenance only by their Husbands; ; beſides that it is 
abundantly confuted by what has been already ſaid, 

and quoted; I would defire'him only to reſolve me, 

whether he thinks the Clergy of thoſe days ſuch ri- 

diculous Hypocrites, as to pretend religion for denying 
ſubſiſtence to their law ful Wives ? whereas, on the other 
hand, there is a form or appearance of Godlineſs, in 
denying them the uſe of the bed, and, upon that ſcore, 
in putting them away. 

The other Canon, he has thought fit to ſhut up in 
the incloſure of a parentheſis, i is the fourth of the Coun- 
cil of Gangra. St quis de Presbytero conjugato (or, qui 
uxorem habet) contendat, non oportere eo ſacra cele- 
brante oblationt communicare, anathema /it. The oc- 
calion of which Canon, as likewiſe of conyening the 
Council, was the Hereſy of Euſtathius, an Armenian 
Biſhop, a mighty Patron of the Celibacy, who carry- 
ing his averſion to the Marryed ſtate, ſo far as to pro- 
nounce it inconſiſtent with the Kingdom of Heaven 

Sec$.27. (11 which t will afterwards appear, Szr:crus and others 
of the Roman Church have equald him) forbad all 
his EI to Communicate from the hands of a 

Marryed Presbyter, (juſt as Hiudebrand,Biſhop of Rome, 

did after him, and who, for the fame crime, had he 
liv'd in thoſe days, would, I doubt not, have been in- 
voly'd in the ſame anathema with him) But my Au- 
thor has a cavil, borrow d from Be/larmim, by which 
he. means ſomething, if a Man knew but what; here, 
yy he; tis habuit, non habet (1. &. uxorem) here? 
e? I know Diony/ms Exiguns has fo renderd tt, 

but what then? do's £ the word yoaume; ſignify him 
only, 
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only, who has been Marryed, exclufively of him, 
who aCtually 1s ſo? Dos he think St. * Paw, from the 
Lord ' himſelf, commanded thoſe | vs yrawnwras,] hot 
to depart from each other, who had before left their 
Husbands or Wives? or, was no body ſo kind as to 
tell tum, that * Ba//amon in his Scholia, and Arite-, 
#us 1n his 'Epitome, expounds the Canon ' expreſsly 
of thoſe, who have Wives? or, that Socrates *©, relate-' 
ing the ſtory, uſes the expreſſions of yawn; and wide, 
+1 indifterently for the ew thing ? and indeed what: 
appearance of reaſon can any Man frame to himſelf, 
why Euſtathins his averſion ſhould be confin'd only 
to thoſe, who had been Marryed, and not rather ex- 
tend it ſelf to thoſe who aQtually were in the ſtate ? 
and therefore, I preſume, my Author, by his remark 
of habuit not habet, intended to infinuate, that the 
Clergy were not allow'd Marriage at all at that 
time this Canon was made; tho' againſt the broad- 
eſt conviction to the contrary; in conſequence 
whereof it 1s, that he tells us, in this looſe and 
general expreſſion, that the Canon was made againſt 
thoſe 2who held it unlawful to recerve the Commu- 
nion from a Presbyter. formerly Marryed. I have 
but two things more briefly to obſerve to hyn up- 
on this Argument; the firſt is the conſequence that 
attended this affe&tation of Celibacy, which was 
no leſs than a general lewdneſs and debauchery a- 
mongſt them for want of ability to contain. The 
{econd is how great a veneration the Fathers of this 
Council expreſs d for the conjugal ſtate; as appears, 
firft' from the tenth Canon they made, whereby they 
anathematize thoſe, who being deyoted to Virginity, 
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fhould- exalt themſelves above their Marryed Brethreny 
and, ſecondly, from the concluſion of this Synod; where- 
m they declare, that, as-they admure Virginity in con- 
jun&ion with humility, ſo they admit of the holy. Matri- 
monial ſtate. My Author's reading in the-next ad- 
vance ſeems to have run dregs, when he was forc'd 
to put ſuch ware upon usas the Concilimm Romanum, 
generally ſuſpected ; 'of whoſe Canons there are) two 
Copies extant, but both ſo lame and disjoynted, that - 
they are, in ſeveral places, paſt underſtanding, and yet, 
{uch as they are, I can as little comprehend what ad- 
vantage they bring to his cauſe. The ſeventh, which 
he cites, 1s no Law of Celibacy, but an iyuncion on- 
ly to the ſub-Deacons not to Marry after Orders ; as 
he may be ſufficiently convincd, if he pleaſe but to 
compare this with the nineteenth Canon of the ſame 
Synod; Nemo Presbyter a die onus Presbyteru ſu- 
mat conjugium &c, But this was conceivd in terms 
too plain for his uſe, who 1s ſenſible he ſhall profit 
moſt in the dark. 

But however unſucceſsful he has hitherto been, he 
ſeeems to promiſe himſelf no ſmall advantage againſt 
us, from the 334 Canon of the Conncil of Elberzs in 
Sparn ; fince 'tis the only one (except the 2* of the firſt 
Council of Nice, wherein his reaſoning moſt wretch- 
edly falterd) that he has hitherto thought fit to ar- 
gue upon. Placuit in totum- prohibere Epiſcopis, Preſ- 
byterts, Diaconis, ac ſub-Diaconts, poſutis in miniſterio, 
abſtinere ſe a conjugibus ſuis ey non generare falios: 
quod quicungque fecerit ab honore clericatns extermi- 
netur. Here, not to take advantage of the much dif. 
ferent reading of po/tis i MonaFerio from in mint- 
Her, extant **1n another Copy of the Canons of this 
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Council; I anſwer, that thoſe words'do ſufficiently e: 
vince-the meaning of the Canon to be: only: this; that 
the Clergy ſhould abſtain. from their Wives during 
the turns or courſes of the adminiſtration of their office; 


or the more ſolemn part of it at leaſt, the celebra- 
tion of the Ewucharis.. For, firſt;-as we ſhall ſee by 


and by, this was all the wnport of- ſome- Canons «. 24. 


made, not long after, in other parts of the Weſtern 
Church. Secondly, he can never ſhow me any pre- 
cedent, either of Rule or practice, of a total abſtinence 
of the Clergy from their Waves in any part: of the Ca- 
tholick Church before this, pretended, inſtance: of the 
Council of Elberis ; which we cannot therefore rea: 
{onably ſuſpe& to have innovated in ſo. weighty a mat- 
ter. But, thirdly, other Canons of the ſame Council - 
do evidently fix this meaning upon it. Gratiaz men- 
tions one, not read in the collection of the reſt, which 
commands every Man to abſtain from his Wife three, 
four, or ſeven- days before he receive the. Communt- 
on, a plain interpretation of the Canon in debate; and 
the ſixty fifth commands the Clergy to caſt out their 
Wives from them, @ /e projtcere, upon conviction of 
Adultery ; which ſhows, that they then cohabited- to- 
gether, and were not obligd to a total abſtinence; 
which, whether voluntary, or forcd, was, as thena- 
ture. of the thing requird; allways attended with fe- 
paration. And indeed to what other purpoſe, than that, 
we. contend for, can we umagin- theſe Spar Fathers 
to have ſuperadded theſe words, ( po/itz 1#,mmſterto ) 
unleſs we will ſay they intend by: them; (yetmuch more 
obſcure: and unuſual) to expound the plain . words of 
Biſhop, Presbyter, and Deacon, that preceded them? 
-And- now. let. my Author flouriſh !with, his Canon, 
playely fbewing ; that. at "that. time in the Weſtern 
| E.3 Churches, 
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Churches, not only Marriage after holy Orders was 
fForborn, but ab$tmence from their Wes, by thoſe, who 
were Marryed before, was commonly prattic d,. which 
aflertion-I have ſhown to be falſe and groundleſs, as 
far as it pretends to the Autority of this Canon of 
the Council of E/beris. Which, atter- all, did'it ſpeak 
the ſence of my Author in this point, might not we 
juftly take up the expoſtulation of * Baronzas upon that 
unlucky 3674 Canon that it made againſt the uſe of 
Images in Churches: -4me poturt vel debuit decem 
& novem (tor there were no more in the. whole Coun- 
cil) Eprſcoporum conventus, in orbis angulo congrega- 
tus, aliud Aatniſie quam ubique locorum untver/alis 
profiteretur eccle/ia ® * Eequam tandem fidem meretur 
tam paucorum Kpiſcoporum Canon quem totins eccleſut 
Catholice uſus contrarius continuo abolevit, imo an- 
tequam naſceretur, extinxit ? juſt as this Canon too 
was certainly aboliſh'd, did it mean what my Author 
would make it, by the ſubſequent contrary determi- 
nation of the general Council of Ne. 

—$-24- * The next Canon under our conſideration 1s the ſe- 
cond of the ſecond Council of -4r/es which decrees 
that no Man ſhall be admitted into the Prieſthood, 
in vinculo conjugit conftitutus, nf fuerit premiſta con- 
ver/io. Which I thall confront, in the firſt place, with 
the learned Biſhop Halls anſwer (Honour of the Mar- 
ryed Clrgy 1.2.5. 16.) that it is a grols counterfeit: 
mentioning the ,4r:aus, which were not yet hatchd, 
Bonoſus, who liy'd long-after in the time of /zmocernt 
the firſt, the Concilium Yaſenſe, which was-yet later 
in the time of Les the firſt; In the mean time, it was 
either before the CouncilofNzce, or after it; if before, 
it was corre&ed by the Nicere, if after, it 'was'-pre- 
{umtuous, in decreeing that peremptorily:which-the 

s An.57. Num. 119, 6 Num: 122. ; other 
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other left free. But not to ſtop here,"the force- of 
the Canon, I preſume, he concetves. to be-lodgd (for 
'tis harder many times to find out his err, than to 
confute it) in the word comver/io, which' bei 
to, and interpreted of, the Wife, makes the import of 
the Canon to be-this, that/no: Man ſhall be Ordain'd 
Prieft, whoſe Wife has not, before hand, layd her felt 
under the obligation of a Vow of Continency ; » for {© 
they expound the word, which meaning tis indeed con- 
felsd to have had in/ the latter ages of the Church, 
but do's not appear to have had it in this, at leaft 
excluſively of thoſe in the conjugal ſtate in it's ſtri- 
Reſt notion. And that it bears a quite different figni- 
fication: in the place in diſpute, 1s evident from - the 
third Canon of the fame Council where the Clergy 
are allow'd to have mwrores converſe with them, a 
thing utterly inconſiſtent with thoſe, who. had pro- 
fed continency, who, as has already been obſeryd, 
livd allways apart from their Husbands. ' The mean- 
ing of the Canon then is this -- That he who is con- 
verted to the Chriſtian Faith, and his Wife ſtill an in- 
fidel, ſhall not take upon him the order of the Prieſt- 
hood, till ſhe be converted alſo; it being indeed prepo- 
ſterous for him to-be admitted to the Miniſtry of the 
Church for the converſion of others, who has not-yet 
been able to convert his own Family: guft as the * A- 
poltle feems to require that the Children of the Elders 
and the Wives of the Deacons be ;/aithful. And agree- 
ably hereunto we find the Fathers at Carthage, in the 
39th Canon *, decreeing, that no Man be Ordam d Bt- 
ſhop, or Clerk, unle/s he have made all his Fannly Chrt- 
ſttans, that none be aoe-s 4 Biſhop, Presbyter, or Deas. 


4 Tit. I, 6: [ Tim. 2 w- the Carthaginian Fathers Edit Beve- 
6 See the collection Gf 2374 Canons of | rig. 


8011, 


[48 ] | 
con, before they have made all, who live with them 
Orthodox Chriſtians. And by this time I ſuppole it 
appears how ſtrangely pertinent this Canon of the 
Council of 4s 1s to my Author's purpoſe. I give 
him in the blunder about the time wherein it was 
held; which was not under Sy/veFer, but Sms; 
and proceed to the ſecond Canon of the ſecond Coun- 
cil of Carthage, as he calls it, (for there 1s great con- 
fuſion in the order and time of theſe #rican Syriods, 
wherein I am not concernd) And that this Canon 
dos not enjoyn the Clergy totally to abſtain from their 
Wives, which 1s the point he drives at, but only each 
of them during the courſe of their miniſtry, zz pre- 
STuutis untuſcuuſque vicis diebus, as Balſamon * tran- 
flated ſpeaks, will hence appear, firſt, That it commands 
them no other continency than what the ApoStles taught 
and Antiquity had prattis'd. Now the Apoſtles ne- 
ver taught any other than a- total refraining trom all 
unlawful pleaſures;.and from lawful ſometimes, upon 
the ſolemn occaſions of * gaving our ſelves up to fa5ting 
and prayer; which paſſage likewiſe Antiquity alwaies 
underſtood of abſtinence from the bed, in Prieſts, dure- 
ing the time they were obligd to officiate and admi- 
niſter the holy Euchariſt; in the Laity, ſome days 
before they receivd it. And that the fame Antiqui- 
ty never knew any Law for ſuch a total abſtinence, 
as the Romaniſts contend for, may ſufficiently appear 
from what has been already ſaid upon this Argument. 
Secondly the reaſon alleg'd for the injunCtion in the 
Canon, quo poſ/mt quod a Deo /ampliciter petunt imn- 
petrare, naturally leads us to this interpretation of it. 

But this Our Author thought fit to ſham - off with 

an &c. 1n his recital of the Canon. Thirdly, the 18h 
4 Kari Tas wpio pres butas THs hinges Lprunics, b 1 Cor, 7. F. 
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Canon of the Council in Tru/f thus exprefsly expounds 
it; as Bal/amon likewiſe obſerys, who tells us, the La- 
tins miſtake groſsly in the ſence of it. Fourtkly, the 
Bodletan MS. of theſe Canons, publiſh'd by the learn- 
ed Dr. Beveridge, has afforded us a large expoſition of 
this Canon to the very fame purpoſe. Fifthly, the 
African Fathers, in 19th Canon of the third Carthage- 
man Council, acknowlgdg chaſtity * confiſtent with 
the uſe of the Matrimonial bed, and cannot therefore 
in this place be thought to prohibit it. What my Aw 
thor has tackt fo this Canon, as the Vote of all the 
Fathers of this Council : ab unrver/is Epiſcopts dictum 
e/t ec. appears to have been the ſentiment only of 
au$tinus, Legat of the Roman See, who would have 
obtruded the Roman Conſtitutions in this caſe upon 
the. Friar Churches; for another reading of this Ca- 
non, and the Greek edition of it in the * Code of the 
Canons of the 4rican Church, atribute, what my Au- 
thor has quoted, exprefsly to him and not to the Coun- 
cil. After which .it is added (but that he thought 
not fit to acquaint his Reader with) ab ommbus di- 
Hum eft : placet (not, ut ab uxoribus fe abſtmeant, 
as Faufinus would have had it, but) ut i omnibus, 
& ab ommbus, pudicitia cuftodiatur, qui altar de- 
ſerviunt, And how confiſtent theſe 4#icar Fathers 
thought Chaſtity with conjugal enjoyments, we have 
already ſeen. But the true meaning of the following 
37th Canon of the ſecond frican Council, it need 
were, farther confirms our expoſition of this. For the 
propria fiatuta, according to which the Biſhops, Prel- 
byters, and Deacons, were to abſtain from their Wives 
« Hoc caput 19. vetuſti codices fic ha-| nentiam profeTi fuerint, legere non fi- + 
= - © meme .— * Vide Bever. in bunc Can. 


euſtadita judicitia, duxerms, aut conti- 
| ATCC, 
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are, in the Greek tranſlation * of this Canon, and-in 
the 137h of the Council in Tru/l, where this Canon 
is recited, interpreted by the terms of i/\a #5, and, 
to the ſame purpoſe, by the Schoka upon AriStenus s 
epitome of 1t, i/\a: 7, the turns or courſes of mini- 
{tration appropriated to each Prieſt or certain num. 
bers of them. For, fays Bal/amon upon this Council, 
the Fathers of the Council jn 7ru/lo make mention 
of turns or courſes, and in great and Catholic Church- 
es the Miniſtries of the Prieſts are - divided; and the 
147h Canon of the Council of Or/ears orders, that any 
Clergy-Man, who ſhall negle& the diſcharg of his 
Office, or ſhall refuſe to come to Church vice /ua, ſhall 
be depriv'd of the dignity of his place: and m farther 
confirmation of the truth of their rendring propria Sta- 
tuta by iv 4, we may obſerve, that the Arch-Biſhop, 
Petrus Alexandrinus, with ſeveral other #rican Pre- 
lates, who were preſent at the Council in rub, not 
only ſubſcrib'd that verſion, but the expofition of it, 
ſubjoind by the Council, which was, that the Clergy 
ſhould abftain © = xs m5 ww aw! usGxupnocs, during 
the time of their handling holy things. And {ſurely 
my Author will allow the #r:can Biſhops to have un- 
derſtood their own Canons, by which they Governd 
their Churches, better than Gratian, whoſe reading of 
priora, for propria /latuta, He either ignorantly, or 
difingenuouſly, follows, contrary to the Autority men- 
tion d, befides that of the 34 Canon of the 57h Coun- 
cil of Carthage, which reads it propria, not priora $ta- 
zuta., So that it ſtill appears, for ought this Man has 
producd to the contrary, that the Presbyters, and Dea- 
cons in the 4rican Churches did not yet ſubmit to 


a The 734 in Dr, Beverig his Edition. | Councils, interpreted by Balſlamon, ww 
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the Yoke of Srricius Bi of Rome, but ſtill after 
Ordination, retain'd and affociated with their Wives, 
except at the times prohibited by the Canons, which 
we have hitherto explain'd. This Paragraph he con- 
cludes with the '137þ Canon of the Council of Chake- 
don ; which, becauſe it qualifies the 27th Apoſtolic Ca- 
non, (to which he refers us for his Expoſition) limit- 
ing the Readers and Singers in the choice of their Wives, 
allow d them after they had dedicated themſelves to 
the ſervice of the Church, to the Orthodox + Chraſtt- 
ans only; he therefore inferrs, that, according to this 
Canon, none of the other Clergy might Marry at all. 
An inference unworthy the Author of an art of rea- 
ſoning, for he, who ſimply confines thoſe, in the choice 
of their Wives, who might Marry after Ordination, 
to ſuch a party or denomination of people, do's not 
eo ipſo, prohibit Marriage to other orders of the Cler- 
gy 1n the very ſame circumſtances; much leſs, to them 
before they enter upon their funion ; ,which is all we 
are at preſent concernd. for. 


And hitherto I have kept, fays my Author, within thes. 25: - 
times of the fir four general Councils, to which we pro-Par. 19. 


miſe much conformity, 1 add, and with which, 2ve, of the 
Church of Ezg/and have much more conformity,than any 
formerly counterfit members of it ; Nay as for corform:- 
ty with thoſe days in all points of diſcipline, I ſuppoſe he 
will notaffirm the Church of Rome her ſelf thinks ſhe's 
obligd to't. I am ture ſhe doth not liveas if ſhe thought 
ſo; that 1n the preſent, as well as1n ſeveral other inſtances 
ſhe has departed far enough from 1t. But we muſt return 
to the fatigue of Canons again; and attend his motion 
from Chakedon to the Port: the ConStlantinopolitan 
Council'in 77ulo., Whoſe fixth Canon, whetewith - 
4 Mi EEdrai mi avror mph degoy yoraing rapCdien, 
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he firit aſſaults us, is nothing but a reinforcement; and 
farther explanation of the 27th of thoſe calld Apd- 
ſtolical, granting Marriage to all before Orders, to 
Readers and Singers after ; of which before. 

The 12h indeed enjoyns Biſhops to renounce their 
Wives after Conſecration, but without any precedent, 
or example of Law, in the Greek, or Eaſtern Church- 
es, for * before that time, and that was near 700 years 
after Chriſt, they cohabited with their Waves, as well 
as the reft of the Clergy ; Many of the Oriental Bi- 
ſhops having Children by ® them after they. were pre- 
ferrd to that Dignity, and the proem of the Canon it 
{elf taking notice of ſeveral moſt Religious Prelates 
in ric and Lyb:a, who hitherto convyersd with them. 
Nay, the Fathers of the Council are miſerably put 
tot, in excufing themſelves, for decreeing point blank 
againſt the Antiquity of the 574 Apoſtolic Canon in this 
particular ; for the prime reaſon they allege in therr 
defence, 1s, that the people, forſooth, fet on doubtleſs 
by the Monks, were /candaliz'd at the contrary pra- 
&tice of the Biſhops in thoſe days: a reafon highly 
unworthy the wiſdom and gravity of ſuch an Aftem- 
bly ; as what might in time obl:ge the Governors of 
the Church, to reverſe, not only this, but all other 
truly Apoſtolic conſtitutions. Tho' it mult ftill be faid, 
that the paucity in reſpeC of the reſt of the Clergy, 
and the uſual old age, of thoſe who were advancd to 
the dignity of Biſhops, alleviates the impoſicion of this 
Canon. But here I muſt not omit one remarque, and 
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that is -upon the clear diſcoyery my Author has made of 
his great faithfulneſs in his- quotations, - who had ig- 
norance enough to faſten this ſecond-hand ſcrap upon 
the Fathers-of this Council : quonram Apoftol, cuns *- 
des inciperet, ad fideham unbecilhitatem je magis de- 
mittebant, &c. for alaſs {ome blind Author, or other, 
has, I find, imposd upon hum with a disjointed-end 
of Latin, out of the Verſion of Bal/amon's ſchoha, in- 
ſtead of the Expreſs words of the Canon. But this: ut 
is for Men, thoſe eſpecially, who ſet up for Guides 
in Controver/ies, not to conſult Originals, but, as it 
were in conſequence of the dorine of their Church, 
to take up, every where, with ſhreds of vulgar Latm, 
inſtead of them. | 
The 13h Canon exprefsly confirms and ratifies the 
_ Marriages of Prieſts, Deacons, and fub-Deacons, cele- 

brated before Orders; charging them, upon the ſeyereſt 
Ecclefiaſtic penances, .not to put away their Wives, up- 
on any ſcore of religion. Bellarmin, and others, ſtart 
infinite cavils to evacuate-the force of it, thinking it 
doubtleſs highly prejudicial, as 1t 1s, to the Roman 
Cauſe ; and indeed tis hardly conceiveable, what ad- 
vantage my Author expects from it. For, firſt, they 
exprel3ly ſet themſelves in  dire& oppoſition to the 
Laws of Celibacy, Vow of Continency, perpetual ab- 
ſtinency from their Wives, obtruded upon the Clergy 
in the Roman Church ; making her Canons, in this 
matter, * becauſe contrary to the old Apoſtolic Rule 
and order, as they there declare, the very * reaſon and 
occaſion of theirs : which- they, ſecondly, ground up- 
on the ſolid and laſting baſis of the Scriptures them- 
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ſelves: alleging, that if they had otherways decree'd, 
_ have reproached Marriage, inſtituted by God 
himſelf, and bleſs d with his preſence : the voice 4 the 
Go » mx that what God hathjoywrd, no Man 

t to put aſunder, the Apoſtle teaching us, that 
Minigy & 1s Honourable and a bed undefil d ; andithat 
he, who is bound unto a Wife ſhould not eek to be 
looſed. Whence we may, 3d, obſerve, with what 
juſtice theſe Fathers could, in the preceding Canon, 
oblige Biſhops to ſeparate from their Wives after con- 
ſecration, ſince ſurely theſe Scriptures hold equally 
againſt ſuch ſeparation in Biſhops, and the reſt of the 
Clergy. Fourthly, that in the opinion of this great 
Council, the Scriptures are expreſsly againſt the pra- 
Qice and conſtitution of the Roman Church in this parti- 
cular. After which, I ſhall only need once more tore-.. 
mark upon my Author's dealing in ſecond-hand wares 
again; who, in his abridgment ct this Canon, has, in 
countenance of the Roman doftrine I preſuine, foiſt- 
ed in the term of Sacrificmmg, not extant in the body 
of the Canon, but taken up, I conjet&ture, by ſome pet- 
ty Writer or other, of whom he has borrow d it, from 
2 t00 narrow verſion of the word irvpyiir, us'd by Bal- 
ſamon, in his Schotia upon this place. 

Out of the Canons then cited above, as he ſpeaks, 
you may obſerve. Firſt, that he has not produc'd one 
clear proof of any injun&tion to the Clergy of the Ro- 
man Church it ſelf, to abſtain from their Wives after 
Ordination ; a proje& carryed pn: rather by the perſo- 
nal tyranny of ſome Popes,' than by the free ſufftrages 
Ecclefiaſtical Aſſemblies ; for. it -do's not appear that 
the moſt ſtrenuous aſſerters of the Celibate amongſt 
them, till the dregs of time, when Religion began to 
be model d purely upon the Idea of ſecular politics, 

ever 
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| ever attempted its eſtabliſhment by the'vote of a ge- 
neral Council.' - 24, that not only' the Greek, as he 
affirms,” but 4rican Churches likewiſe, injoynd the 
the Presbyters, Deacons . exc. no farther abſtinence 
from their Wives; than during the turns or courſes on- 

ly of their reſpeQtive Miniftrations. - 34, "That none 

of theſe Councils, he has alleged, ſpeak opprobriouſly 

of the Marryed ſtate, as Sicrus and other gteat A- 
betters of Celibacy in the Roman Church doe, but on 

the contrary, very honourably ot it ; witneſs the Coun- 

cil of Gamngra in the fourth, and the general Council $ec 5.22. 
in Trulb in their 13th Canon. 4hly, "Tis plaintheſe © 
Canons were meerly the produt of human inventi- 
on, which is allways apt to ſuperſtru& upon the foun- 
dations laid by others; as in this caſe, upon thoſe laid 

by the great Apoſtle himſelf, partly out of an unwar- 
rantable delire, of * improving upon thoſe Rules, his 
inſpir'd wiſdom has left us in this matter ; ' partly out 

of a weak condeſcenfion to the ſcrupulous and ſuper- 
ſtitious prejudices of the people *; partly out of an in- 
temperate thirſt of conciliating greater veneration to 
the Clergy ©: the earlieſt of thoſe Laws being ena&ted 

in a great meaſure probably, in conſideration of the per- 
ſecutions, the Church often labourd under, not con- 
conſidering what enormous praftices, and ſpiritual in- 
conyeniencics, the rigorous exceſſes of ſuch Laws would, 

in after ages, bring upon the Church of God. Theſe 
then, and the like, were the reaſons the ancients ſeem 

to have had in view 1n the eſtabliſhment of thoſe Laws, 

we have hitherto diſcoursd of ; andnot, as my Author par. i». 
imagins, any opinion of the poſſibility of the univyer- [7 **5 
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{al attainment of the gitt-of Continency... For: belides, . 
firſt, had it been ſuch current and Catholic-Do@tine, 
as he pretends, T hope he will not fay it could eafily 
have eſcaped the knowledge of ſo many Reverend Fa- 
thers in ſuch great variety of Councils, and yet we 
never find it alleged by any of them. But ſecondly, 
the contrary very fairly ſuggeſted. It Deacons, at the 
time of Ordination, protelted againſt Celibacy, upon 
the ſcore of their inability to contain, w indus vas 
ww, the Council of 4rcyra approv'd of it, as a ſuffi- 
cient reaſon for their Marriage; and, conſequently, of 
the Doctrine involvd in it, that al/ Men cannot Con- 
tain, The whole and great Council of Nze unani- 
mouſ]y affented to this, amongſt other reaſons, urgd by 
Paphnutius, againit the ſeparation of the Marryed Cler- 
y from their Waves, that all Men could not bear * it. 
And the Fathers of the Council of Gargra, in their Sy- 
nodical Epiſtle to the Clergy of <Armenz, oblerve 
lewdneſs to have been a conſequent of the ſtridt Ce- 
libate maintain'd by the Heretic Eu/tathues for want 
* ability in his female Followers to contain. 
And indeed, thirdly, I am amaz'd to think how any 
Man can pretend to fix ſuch an opinion upon them, 
who ſeem, by ſo many Canans allowing Marriage be- 
fore, and either prohibiting, or not enjayning ſfepara- 
tion after Orders, to have induſtriouſly provided for 
this ſo Original invincible propenſity of humane nature. 
And, after this, ff my Author want to know, why they 
did not then allow the Clergy to Marry after, as well 
as before, Orders ; I anſwer, not out of any opinion 
they had of the univerſality of the gift of Continency, 
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for, upon -that ſuppoſition, they might as well, if at all, 
with- the Church of Rome, have univerſally denyed the 
uſe of Marriage to the Clergy. But, firſt, out of a de- 

fire of rendring their order more conſpicuous for their 
Continency, than the Laity: ſeveral of whom they ſaw 
were endow'd with it; for, by this means, all thoſe, 
who came fingle into the Church, or did not declare 
themſelves unable to contain, before their Ordination, 

as kewiſe all thoſe, who, upon the Death of their Wiy es, 
choſe rather to retain their places, than Marry again, 
were oblig'dto a ſingle life, and the Deacons being ge- 
nerally admitted into Orders, not under twenty five 
years * of age, and the Presbyters not under thirty, they 
might very well be ſupposd to be conſcious of their own 
abilitys, or inabilitys, in this kind, and that they would 
not raſhly caſt a /nare upon themſelves, which they had 
liberty to avoid. Secondly, "T1s obvious to imagin they 
thought the dalliances of courtſhip, and the uſual im- 
pertinences that attend the folemnity of a Marriage day 
unbecoming the decorum and gravity of thoſe, who had 
engag'd themſelves in the ſervice of the Church; and 
might therefore think fit thoſe fooleries ſhould be paſt 
before they had taken upon them that Sacred and im- 
portant Chara&ter. Agreeable whereunto, we find the 
Emperour Leo the Philoſopher breaking off the cuſtom, 

which had obtain'd in the Church, of the Clergy's Mar- 

rying within the ſpace of two years after Ordination, 
for this-reaſon, that it was indecorous, but no way un- 
layful;.for'] would deſire any Man to- ſhew me how 
they; who'believed the A&t b Marriage lawful to a 
Prieft, could- believe —_ "At of fen7ag unlawful; 
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the Roman DoQtors allege, but, as they conceal 
for pure decency and order. 

And now, after all, I ſhall defire the impartial Reader 
to recolle&t, what has been ſaid upon this Argument 
(for I will not upbraid his memory with a recapitu- 
lation) and then tell me, whether theſe very Canons 
he has allegd; none of which prohibit Marriage be- 
fore Orders, nor command ſeparation of Man and Wife 
after them ; do more favour the Church of Rome, who 
ſtritly inhibits al her Clergy all uſe of Marriage 
notwithſtanding a// the abommations that neceſlarily 
attend the injunAion; or, the Reiorm'd Churches, who 
reinſtate them in that intire liberty in this matter, 
wherein Chriſt and his Apoſtles thonght fit to leave 
them. To all which I muſt add this neceflary re- 
fleftion, that the praftice of the Church of Kome in 
this point, 1s, at this day, follow'd by no other Church- 
es; the praCtice of the Greek by thoſe of both the Ru/- 
faas, by the Chriſtians under the juriſdictions of the Pa- 
triarchs of Alexandria, Antioch, and Jeruſalem, by 
the 4rmenan, as well as Abyſfine Churches, in which 
laſt, as Tellez, in his * Hiſtory of _Ah:opza relates, 
the moſt reform'd Monks and their Deacons, 
after Ordination; and, laſtly, __ praftice of our own 
by ſeveral Eaſtern Churches, in ſome whereof Marryed 
Men only are admitted into Orders, in others they 
Marry after them, and proceed to ſecond | 
on Diyorce in caſe of Adults , as, 7 homas 6 ft 
lates of them; who farther * 
dean Clergy, particularly, Marry-more than once, if 
occaſion be, upon the, death, of > EouheyS Waves. 
All which I will cloſe with the T 
no de Gouvea, who, in his" « Hiſtory of the TY 1 

of Goa's Viſitation of the Ancient Chriſtians nh 
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ing the mountains of Malabar, commonly call'd the 
Chriſtians of St. 7 homas, tells us, that their Prieſts are 
generally Marryed, contract Matrimony after they are 
in Orders, and, upon the death of their Waves, pro- 
ceed, to ſecond, third, and fourth Marriages; as they 
ſee occaſion. 


But ſtill my Author, after all his forcd endeavors, 5: 27: 


reflecting, as we may rationally conjecture, upon that 
 valt diſparity betwixt the Celibate (it it amount to that 
name,.enjoyn'd by the Canons he has produc'd, and 
that, ſtrictly commanded in the Church of Rowe; 
thought fit, before he made any farther advance, to wipe 
off, as well as he could, an unlucky blot caft upon'their 
Doctrine from the reſemblance it bears to that of De- 
vils, mention'd 1 772. 4. which Paragraph, tho ſeem- 
ing to. me purely to interlope in this argument, I 
ſhall however take in, as a dependance, ſince he has 
thrown it in my way, and the reaſons he produces 
to fetch off his, Church. from- this untoward imputatt- 
on, are theſe. Firlt, becauſe the * Apo/tle, by oppo/ing 

Ainance of 


to fuch terror, that every creatare, and ord! | 

God is good, and therefore beimg ſanttified firſt by the 
ER Tens may lawfully be uſed, ſbew- 
eth, that he means [uch Apoſtates, as abſtave from, or 
prohibit Marriage, and Meats, as in themfebves wu- 
lawful and an, and contaminating, which thing 
can neither be objefted to the ancient, nor modern 
Church pradtice e5c.. To which tis anſwer, firſt,that 
the words of St. Paul, ( creature of God is good) 
upon which he builds the difterence betwixt the Church 
of Rome, and the ancient Heretics in this matter, are 
not {poke with reference to abftinence from Marri- 
age, but meats only (with which I am not at preſent 
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concern'd) as appears toevery naked eye from the leaſtin- 
ſpe&ion into the text; and therefore my Author, to make 
them countenance his argument, like a true Champion 
for the cauſe, 1s not afraid by the addition of his own 
word (ordinance) to that in the text, to corrupt the word 
of God in the face of the Sun, for I muſt take any ſupple- 
ments to a text not to be expoſitions but corruptions, and 
he foreſaw, without this ſupplement, the text would not 
be found to relate to the prohibition of Marriage, the 
thing he was here principally concernd in. Secondly, 
theſe words of the Apoſtle are no /mztation of the charge 
of diabolical DoAtine only upon thoſe, who prohibited, 
either Meats, or Marriage, upon account of a ſuppos'd 
Inherent unlawtulneſs, or uncleanneſs,- in them ; but 
only a general axiom, or principle, layd by him in 
behalt of the indifferent uſe of meats, and (if my Au- 
thor will have it fo) of Marriage; no more than our 
Savior's rebuking, for inſtance, his *Diſciples, for for: 
bidding little Children to come unto him, when he 
adds, that, of ſuch is the Kingdom of Heaven,” does 
thereby condemn only thoſe who hinder d the Chil- 
drens acceſs to him, upon ſuppoſition of their incapa- 
city of the Kingdom of Heayen; (for the Diſciples 
entertaind no ſuch opinion) his words being only 
one general and comprehenfive reaſon, why Children 
ſhould be admitted to his preſence. But, 3d/y, what 
if ſeveral conſiderable members of his own Church 
have ſpoke as hard things of Matrimony, as thoſe, he 
juſtly charges upon the old Heretics. He has heard * al- 
ready, upon another occaſion, of the ſcandalous and 
derogatory ſentiments of two Popes, * Siricins, and 4 [r- 
nocent, (the firſt violent Champions in this Cauſe) of 
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two Saints, *Dimſtar, atid  OfVHIA; arid laftly of a 
* Council it' ſelf, in relation ' to ' Marriage, ſtileing"1t 
Carnal and unpleafing to God; unholy and! unclean ; 
beaſtlineſs, and abominable contagion: -We find in 
Grattan *, that Marryed Men ought to'be fecluded the 
Prieſthood, becauſe Prieſts are ' oblig'd ''to chaſtity of 
converſation, as if the conjugal condition and that were 
utterly inconſiſtent, and that the cauſe of the inſtitu- 
tion was the purity 'of the Prieſthood. Cauſa hn ws 
mnſtitutionts munaditia fuif ſaterdotalis. © Bellarmin * at- 
firms, that-the'a& renders a Man: altogether 'Carnal 
and unqualifid for Divine things. And Baronug* him- 
ſelf, ſpeaking of Marryed Clergy, ſtiles them flat #/7þz- 
eſs, -and the net of the Devil, and indeed, to ſpare far- 
ther inſtances, the Patrons 'of the Celibat,; would: they 
all -of them ſpeak out, muſt, and'do, 'ultimatly ground 
their injun&tion upon a ſupposd moral impurity in the 
conjugal ſtate, conceivd' incompatible with the fan&t- 
ty of the ſacred function, 'And-everr this ' Diſcourſer 
himſelf has not- been able;-with 4M his” Artifice; to dif- 
ſemble his ſence of this matter ; for,” endeayouring: to 
diſcriminate the praQtice of his Church herein from that 
of the Heretics, tho' he tells us they enjoyn not abſti- 
nence from Meats for any nncleanneſs in the food, as 
the Heretics did; yet, when he comes to account for 
their prohibition of Marriage, he durſt not aflign the 
ſame difference betwixt them in relation to-that, tho 
fairly let -to't by the known ſentiments of thoſe -He- 
retics about it ; but with his-wontedMlynefs, paſſing it 
over, proceeds to another, pretended, difference betwixt 
them, of which by and by. "And thereforg he might 
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have ſpar d the. ſecond Argument, whereby he endea- 
vours to /wipe of the imputation of diaboliaal Doctrine 
from his Church ; that, experience has manze/ted the 
Apoſile's Propheſy to have been eminently fulfill d in 
other per/ons, of theſe latter times, namely, -the. old 
heretical; Guoſtics,' Encratites, Montanifts ec. . Por 
wheres the coniequence? thele, people taught the Do- 
ctrine of Devils, in. point of Marriage, and therefore 
the Romaniſts do not. I will not ſay they are alto- 
gether as culpable in this point as the other,.. but, yet, 
the difterence betwixt them, lying an. the degree. of 
their guilt, not in, the kind, the Apoſtle's unputation 
extends ſtill, tho' not equally, to both ;, as the command, 
nou mechaberis,tor exainple, reaches, aot.anly the grot- 
{er Sins, of, [aceſt, and Adultery, ':but the more yenial 
one, in the phraſe of ſome Writers, of ther Church, of 
ſimple Fornication. But the purpoſe of this Propheh 
cannot be carried beyond the days of theje ancient He- 
relics Very good. But why not? becauſe that expreſ- 
fron of the latter times doth not ſeem ws the Apoſthe's 
drift, ja. to indicate the future times, as altogether to 
exclude the preſent. The wonderful torce of reaſon! 
the latter tunes, mention d. by the Apoſtle, are not to 
be extended beyond the days of thoſe Heretics, he has 
muſter d. up, becauſe they do not altogether exclude 
them. This 1t 1s'to be a Guide in Controverfies. The 
Apoſtle, in the v. mnmediatly tollowing, makes it a 
part of the, character of thoſe perſons he diſcribes, that 
they ſball ſpeak lyes ws, hypocriſy, which do's/ not ex- 
clude the ancient Heretics from the unputation, and 
therefore no Man fmce, is any ways concern'd 
in't. Y 
But again, z\ the latter times exclude the days of 
the Fathers, then we mnſt free them, and, df 


| "9. 2 my 
\ the Church of Rome," which afforms ud more: mtheſe 
dons thaw 4 Fathers did, from aw ſue baron 
tiom. If theſe latter times mrovive the days of the Fr. 
thers alſa, this Propheſy muſt mean either them, or 
the Heretics, cotempbriries 10h them ; and 10berher 
of theſe, he leaves, 1n great triumph;''7o'the Reader's 
judement | fr La. © 
I tell him then, firſt, that by the /arter trmes here 
ſpoke of, I undetſtand, in onle word, the Reign of the 
Goſpel, and that, eſpecially, becauiſeT have herein the 
countenanice of an old' acquaintance of ny Adthor's; 
in the firſt Paragtaph of his Hiſtorical arfatinn of the 
Life and Death of our Saviour, Pririted not many years 
ago, at the Theater in Oxford. Secondly, that 'tho' 
I cannot but commend Hum for his endeavour ty bring 
the Fathers in fot company into the fame comdemna- 
tion with his Church, yet I muſt defire him to ex- 
cuſe them, till, from their confeſ(sd admiration of the 
Single Life, and their eulogts of it, (which is all he 
has produc d out of 'om, fetting;afideithe extravagatices 
of St. Jervmm) he can few; they defarn'd Marriage” ts 
criminal, approv'd of Fornication in Priefts and Vota- 
ried before it,. paſsd the Roman Celibate into /a Law, 
and obſtmately tefuſed: ftilt-1o repeal: it; notwithſtzhd- 
ig: the xepeated Iriftances'of Princes} States, Empires; 
Prous and Learn's Mer of their own, grounded por 
the'\conftant dayly experience of the lewdneſs it eve- 
ry witexe'occtfions. Whett' he car\\ſhew this, then 'l 
will\begin-ro\beliove the Fathers: likewiſe were inf: 
Ged with this ine of Devils, ſo ſtited;” rot mpori 
account of any Argument the evil Spirit us'd to” im 
trodnce it} as, the untawftilnes of Marriage, of the 
like ; but, on the ſcore of thoſe diabolical and debauch'd 
praftices it neceflarily drew after it, and do's {till - 
tnis 
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this day, to the eternal reproach of that Church, and 
the ſcandal of oar» common” Chriſtianity ; {o that, for 
ought 1 ſee, \the- Prophecy may ſtill poirit out the' old 
Heretics ,' and 'many ſince, and- yet leave the Fa- 
thers, generally, unconcern'd. . And ſince we are up- 
on [this argument, I care not at 'T obſerve two or three 
things more to \him, which may a little 4nducea Man 
to believe, that the Prophecy had an eye to thele lat- 
ter times of ours, as well as to others. Firſt, that if 
the ap 1446! of St. Paul are applicable to all ages" of 
the Church after Chriſt, they are certainly moſt 16 to 
the laſt, 'and accordingly his belov'd vulgar Latinren- 
ders them by 2ovi/ma tempora. Secondly, that the 
other part of the charaQter of the perſons here intend- 
ed, |their, /peaking ts m hypocriſy, ſeems not ſo appli- 
cable to the carly Heretics, whoſe impietys were groſs 
and notorious, with little or no colour of diffimula- 
tion. 3dlz, that the Apoſtle, immediatly before he 
predicted the forbidding of Marriage by  Jeducing Spi- 
rits, had allow d the Clergy the uſe of it, (1 7m, 3. 
2. 12. &x;) which ſeems (more / peculiarly to reſtrain 
the Prophecy in debate to thoſe, who ſhould prohibit 
it to Men of that Order ; and who they are, / /zave, 
in his phraſe, Zo z7he Reader's judement. And hall 
only'remarque to! hum; upon the whole, what Aventin 
relates: of the 'thoughts 'of all ſenſible Men of Hz/de- 
brand's days, 1n relation. to. his firſt eftabliſhing-this 
iniquity by a Law - A. good, open, juſt, ingentous, 
plain Men pubhckly dated 7he reign of Antichriſt from 
that. time, clearſj\ diſcovering the completioniwf” thoſe 
fs which our Saviour had foretold fo maley you 
before. 

There rematns but ____ more, 1n this Paragraph 
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' to be: ſpoke to; which is this, and\ an uſual piece:of 
Sophuſtry amongſt them, ' that they forbid not Mar-? 's- 


rymg to any /ing perſon abſolutely, but only upon his 


volunt tary undertaking the ſacred mployment. To 
which 'tis 'briefly anſwered, that tho' they do not mn- 


deed abſolutely lay this injun@tion upof1 perſons, | con- 
fider'd: barely as Men, yet, fince-in the capacity of 
Clergy-men, they abſolmtely impoſe; it upon them; the 
impoſition 1s ſtill equally pernicious. and unjuſt, un- 
lefs they can firft:ſhew, that Men, upon commencing 
Priefts, are' immediatly divefted of their humanity, 
and take upon them .the nature, of Angels. For the 
injuſtice of the prohibition'1s ultimately grounded up- 
on the curcumſtances-of our humanity, and the neceſ- 
ſary and flagitious conſequences, , which ſuch-a —_ 
thereupon, inevitably draws; after: it: *: 

Revert we now, from a tedious parentheſis, to our $-28i 
buſineſs again, the proof .of tbe .unver/ality of this 
gif from. zbitiquity, and, in my Authors judgement, 
it may -be:\gather d. from the viwing of wYirginity, much 
uſed, allowed, recommended by them. Adinirable ! 
thoſe. good Men ,-out of a miſtaken ton, from-a 
paſlage of St. Paul upon this —__— cot. 
lefto 'eff,) that the: laſt day-was at thand;..a *®Fom 
thoſe inconveniences, . which Ne into Ffcithen 
Families, then frequently pradticd,: brought upon the 
Chriſtian Profeſſors, had the gift ;of continency, and 
thoſe, conſequently, who wereendow d with.it, in great 
veneration ; and therefore they were 0 opinion that 
all Mankind might attain 4t, if they pleas'd-- What 
need a Man dwell upon e .Juch reaſoning as 
this? 'But the Fathers denyed Morris, the remedy of v7. 
incontinency, to-all juch as wage vn a vow; Wh 
argues that they held the of of. Cont inency x Bots to 
7 none 
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none ſuch.  Suppoſing ſo' for once, yet why ſhould 
any Man oaks infer ' that they thought it denyed: to 
none-at all? eſpecially if it be conſider d, that they had 
zuſt reaſon to preſume that no Man would i ingage him- 
ſelf in that ſort of life, who had not found himſelf be. 


. - fore hand, at leaſt, a competent Maſter of it, and of 


which perhaps he had given ample teſtimony by a long 
and eaſy continuance -m- it: ' - And yet, 24, this de- 
nyal of Marryage to votaries/ amounts {tritly to no 
more, than to ſo many warm and pathetical incitements 
to a ſpotleſs perſeverance in- that ſtate:otlife, wherein 
they had voluntarily,and, as preſumed, cautiouſly i im- 

barqued themſelves; and this, upon confideration - of 
the folemnity of: their * ingagement, ';the: i greatneſs of 
the *reward, which, faid they, waited: virginity. in a- 
nother world, and the Honour-of the Church, which, 

amongſt the Fathers, no ſtrangers to the Celibate, ſut- 
ferd 1n her < reputation from reyolts. of this nature; 
but not upon- the ſcore of any opinion: they had'ofan 
intire poſlibility of the continency: of every votary. 

For,'3dly, they many times 1 their diſcourſes upon 
this Subjeft tuppole the contrary ; as in the places pro- 
. ducd ha this. Author. 

# 014, ''as ftrenous a Champion as he was. for 
the allows Marriage expreſly to thoſe votarics, 
qut ſe non a paonr contimere. St. Cyprian*, diſtinguiſh- 
ing, as it were purpoſly, to obviate this forc'd and un- 
natural  Intergrotateos- of Men's ARIRAIRES by their 


' | See the Teſtimonies cited bs; the , continentia excellentia maneris FR 
Author. ris expetitur. 

6 See St, Cypr. ho fr nearer 4 Ne- Ecclefiz lordant zſtimationem- 
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quoted” by him. See reface of thE| Author. 
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want. of 2914, grants ito: thoſe; who either 24/1 not, 
or cannot perievere.. And St; Auſtin, in his applica- 
tion* of that paſlage, | #7 45-ibetter' to marry. than \to 
burn | to Votaries, as well as others, muſt ſuppoſe that. 
ſome of them could not. contain. (and might therefore 


lawfully marry,) 1t confiltent, with his own expoſitionsees. 
of that paſſage of our Saviqur. , [AM men receive tot. '* 


this ſaying} 1.e. according to him, cannot receive.;it- 
For, by that expreſſion,upon which this Diſcourſer ta- 
ſtens, [| me: corredum car dirigant &Cc | His intent was 
not to ſhew, that all Votaries might: contain, hey: 
would ; but that they, who, to avoid the diſgrate of 
renouncing their profeſſion, will chooſe ſtill toi,burn 
on rather than to marry, are m7 mortuis deputande, 
as he ſpeaks, unleſs God 'gives them grace - to ſubdue 
their inclinations. To theſe he muſt give me leave to 
add Chry/o/ftom, Ambroſe, (who, in his Comment wy 
on 177m. 5. 14. Stiles ſuch marriages ſimply, Jarful,) 


Theophylad&, and the ſame St. 44/717 again; who, as See 5. 


we. have ſeen . before, expounding the Apoſtle's  volo ” 
Junores nubere of the vow d Widows, muſt with the 
Apoſtle himſelf, hold it lawful for them (and conlſe- 
quently. for any other Votaries) to marry, after the 
obligation of a Vow, in caſe, of inability to contain. 

d,.. what is greater. than all;their Autorities put to- 
gether. without. it,\the. reaſon of; the; thing ſpeaks/no 
lefs.,. For. the, due intentign,of the Vow. being only 
reatct, or, rather, a different fort of; ſanity of life; 
hugh, when agquirable, recommends the 


not 
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' not abſolutely lawful in themſelves, but contpltative 
ly only, in reſpe& of the greater-evil of wandri 
voided by them. Yet, what, 1s 'thisto the juſtification 
of her Laws in this caſe? which not only deny her Vota- 
ries and Clergy the liberty to prefer the /z/s ev, in his 
phraſe to the greater; but, againſt the whole Current 
and fulleſt tide of Antiquity; quite null-and reſcind their 
Marriages, as downright Adulteries, turning the re- 
medy, preſcribed by God himſelf againſt Fornicati6n, 
into a meer political bugbear to aftright ſuch great 
numbers 'of people from dareing 'to make any uſe of 
it. Nor wall, in the next place, that novel and friyo- 
Jous diſtin&ion of /anple and ſolemn Vows do him any 
more ſervice. For it a ſimple Vow be a complete 
Vow, and yet, as he grants, diſannulls not ſuch Marri- 
ages, neither can the acceſſion of a few foppiſh Solem- 
nities, which is the only difference betwixt them, be- 


cauſe perfetly extrinſic to the nature of the Vow, and 

- which therefore can receive no freſh obligation from 

them; but the 07 foo ofcunt perſeverare ey  conti- 
"St. 7, 


nere of St. Cyprian and*St. Ferom, ſpoken in relation 
to Votaries, Pick ſtill in his Stomach, and therefore 
he pretends they meant only by that expreſſion , 
that they would not, (not, -conld not,) confain; as 
if, ( poſounm && volo were | terms Synonymotis') 
and that, firſt, becauſe the ſame Fathers allow per- 
p26. petugl Vows ; as "if they who allow'd the making of 
' perpetual Vows to thoſe',- who conld keep thenr, at 
the fame time affirm'd'that all! perſons! m 
them, if they pleas'd.* "Ott? Bavionr adviſes th 
can recerve the ſingle ile, £6' 'brac>t, | than 
marriage, and therefore he" affiritis that 'all Men ma 
receive it, notwithſtanding he manifeftly'diſtingui 


betwixt 


[ 69] | 
betwixt thoſe who can and can not. 24ly, Theſe Fa- 
thers hold the poſſibility of continency in all: ſhewed 


before. Before? where? in my Author's imaginations p =«. 


only, but becauſe he has here interſpers'd ſome cita- 
tions that look that way, he ſhall ſee we are not afraid 
to attack him even in his own Camp, the Autorities 
of the Fathers, wherein the main ſtrength of his Cauſe 
confifts, And firſt that paſſage out of St. Jerom upon 
the 197h of St. Mattherv relates only to the confuta- 
, tion of thoſe, who, from our Saviour's words, aſcrib- 
ed, it ſeems, Virginity to Fate or Chance, as is plain 
from the expreſs words of his Comment; and in which 
I am the rather confirmd; becauſe the ſequel thereof 
upon the following words, 27 pote/t capere capiat, 
places continency for the Kingdom of Heaven, in the 
plaineſt terms that can be, out of ſome Mens * reach. 
But. that was not fit to be known, and I hope we may 
better learn his ſence of this matter from a Comment 
upon Scripture; than from his books againſt Joumtarn, 
(whence he has cull'd his fecond citation) where the 
warmth of his temper, and a too eager purſuit of his 
Adverſary have many times carried kim, beyond the 
meaſures of juſt reaſoning, to unjuſtifable exceſs, in 
the cenſure of ſome Prelates, according to Eraſmus s 
remark” upon” the book *®. What Author of any Lo- 
pic,” can ſtand by him in ſuch argumentation as 
this?” $2 bonum et multerem non tangere, ergo malum 
e# Hirgere, &c. Or; even will this Man defend'himin 
his'flihrling down the" divine inſtitution! of Maria 

as a no way , good'in' it If?” T ſpeak! not this 

award off a blow, for the place" he has alleg'd relates 


- # 


« Sed confiderandz ſunt vires, ut qui tiis iniquior, quam Epiſcopi 


& ob id nu 
poreſt re capiat. See C.19. | Jyy am eſſe volebanr. Fu Hr araimdaco 
+ Impendio frmper fares : 


hibri. 
3 not 


ens virginitati, 


[ 70 ]. 
not to the univerſal poſſibility of continency, the:mat- 
ter at preſent in hand; and thisI am ſureof, that what 
ever St. Zerom, in this place, thinks of that great apho- 
riſm of the Apoſtle. (it is better to Marry than to 
burn) the Author of it ſpoke indifterently w' all Men, 
reaſon ſeconds him, and St. 4457, acqording to my 
Adverlary s own citation, applys it to Votaries. And, 
as for the places alleg'd out of this Father, they come 
no way home to the point ; for, beſides that all inci- 
dental paſlages of this kind ought to be interpreted 
in conformity with his expoſition of our Savior's words 
in the 197h of St. Matt. which according to him, make 
the gift of continency particular; the firſt place *re- 
lates only to his own miſtake in thinking continency 
attainable by the ſtrength of pure nature, which he at- 
terwards found was not wrought in himſelf without 
the aſſiſtance and cooperation of the Divine Spirit. The 
24, * ſpeaks of thoſe only, who having been by violence 
and injuſtice denyed the uſe of Wives, God was pleasd 
to give them the grace to contain ; a caſe vaſtly dit- 
ferent from a voluntary, and, in many perſons finful, 
obligation to the ſingle lite. The * third is quite foreign 
to his purpoſe, aſcribing barely the power of perfor- 
mance of Vows to his afliſtance, to whom they are 
made. The ſenſe,  Chry/o57om puts.upon. the, words of 
our Lord Max. 19*. 1s peculiar to himſelt, and, befides 
that-it renders his _— wer to his Diſciples heme wel 
impertinent, (for 1f, as he expounds.it, (in myJA. 
Latin) His |detwn. e/t, qui /ponte, e "a, rp 
ſtill univerſally, goo not to marry yed 
to. the Guide 1n XD hog will op In ys. to 
adhere to one, againſt ſo great a majority of voices. 


a See Maldanat. in loc. 1. 6, Cobfell, | 6 De PS IT Wy Lc 35... 


Cc Il, c ln Plal, 137. 4 


As 
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As to thoſe two or three paſſages out of Calvin and p 14 


Juſtin Martyr, where they acknowledge the early 
Superſtition, which, in this point, had infe&ed the 
Church, and declare her Canons, in this particular, no 
competent rule for after Ages to walk by, it need on- 
ly be ſaid, that, as the intemperate zeal of ſome Pa- 
trons of the Celibate could hardly deſerve a ſofter ap- 
mw {o the Roman Church her ſelf has ſufficient- 
y juſtified them in their opinion of the non-obligation 
of thoſe Canons to future Ages, by departing at leaſt, 
as widely from them on the one hand, as the Reform'd 
have done on the other. His defencs'of the two other 
uſual Vows of a Monaſtic life, tack'd to the end of 
this long - winded Paragraph, I am-not dire&ly con- 
cernd-in; and ſhall' therefore only add, that, ſetting 


aſide his, ridiculous; compariſon of the Vow of Poverty p. x. 


with a Fathers parting with a portion of his Eſtate 
to his Son, and of the Vow of Obedtence with a Ser- 
yant's' promiſing the like to his Maſter: there remains 
yet” x confiderable objeQtion againſt the recluſes of the 
Cloiſter ; 'and that is from a Vow they take to 
execute the infernal Bull de Cena Domun 


And now, after all theſe' fruitleſs 'endeavours, to, :,. 


countenance” the praftice of his Church, in relation to 
Vows, from the Scriptures, and Fathers, he proceeds; 
in the next place to ſhew, that, neither is there-any 
argument to be drawn from reaſon (and Tle affure 
him I value none without it) why we may not pre- 
fume on God's affiſtance and enablement 'of us to per- 
form ſuch a Fow. Tt reaſon furniſh us with any, he 
conceives them to be theſe. _ Firſt, that it is YVowing 


.. Dn (cait que: tous les Moines, & les 
Jeſuires en, particulier, par um quatriem 
vceu 8s obligent & I execution de cente 


&c, p. 269. | reed opefh 


it a 


[72 ] | 
a thing not neceſlary to Salvation. Secondly, that awe 
are not certain of our ability and command of our will 
to uſe. the means for the attainment of the gift. 3d, 
that this ability ts not from our ſebves, but frem God. 
To the firſt then, he replies by ſeveral inſtances of 
Vows, we arecnabl'd to keep, and which yet are no 
way neceflary to our Salvation ; as, the gzvmmg ſuch or 
fuch a proportion of alms to the poor ; of u/mg every 
- day two or three times of Prayer extraordinary ; of 
not drinking Wine, becauſe of many former temptati- 
ons by it to exceſs &C. | 
The Diſcourſer- I find has- as unlucky a hand at 
forming arguments for us, as he has for himſelf ;' and 
therefore fince we here have a fair call to't, weelſpeak 
for our ſelves. The reaſon then why. we : believe all 
Men ought not to preſume upon ſufficient abilities trom 
God to keep the Vow of perpetual Virginity, is not, 
ſimply, that the. ſingle life 1s a thing unneceflary to 
our Salvation, but 1s, 1n it ſelf, of an adjaphorous, or 
indifferent nature, as is acknowledgd- by ' my 4uthor 
himſelf. Proper indeed for the advancement of piety 
in thoſe, whom God 1s pleas'd, by his ſpecial grace, to 
ſingle out for it, but, on the other hand, of, dangerous, 
and too often deſtruQtive, conſequence to the Salvati- 
on of ſuch as he never deſign'd for it. | But now, the 
inſtances he alleges are of things, not abſolutely ne- 
ceflary to Salvation indeed, but ſuch however as car- 
ry intrinſic worth and goodneſs along with, them; and 
ſo are indiſputably. proper for all-Mankind to-praQtice 
- and. who may, therefore univerſally, expe& ability 
from God to perform any Vows 'they haye made in 
relation to them, and yet at the ſame time ought not 
to promiſe themſelyes thelike affiſtance as. to. :thole, - 
they have made in reference to the fingle lite” Mg 


y __ Y 


A [#3] 
The ſecond argument: concerning- the uncertainty 
of our abilities, -1s but a' conſequent of the firſt; and 
his anſwer to 1t accordingly obviated in replying to his 
anſwer-to- that. 10V Y 
The third argument, as He has fram'd it for us, has 
perfectly the ſame ſtrength with that of his own; for who 
ever: urg& it as a reaſon, diſmemberd from any other. . 
conſideration, againſt the Vow of - continency , that 
our ability to perform it, is not from-our- ſelves but 
from God? Let us ſee however what 'He replies: to it- 
Why then, Faith, and Repentance are from God like: 
ry 4 and yet, im Baptiſm, we make a Vow of them. 
But the expreſſions concerning them mn Soripture, are the 
ſame as thoſe concerning continency, to wit, that they are 
not grven to all, it being: aid in the 13th of St. Matth:. 
at the 11 %, | It 1s given unto you to kuow the my/te- 
ries of. the Kingdom of Heaven, - but to them 4t 5 not 
grven. But could not this argumentative Writer ob- 
{erve, that, the words, not grven,- 1n this place of St. 
Matth. are-meant; of the /econdary af/i/tant influences 
of God's grace, withdrawn upon neglect- or; abuſe |of- 
the Jr motions of it, by obſtinate unbehlevers; as 1s 


plain from- the ſubſequent words where our Saviour. :2- 


declarey*that, to him who hath (or cultivates the di- 
vine grace ) ſhall be given more-grace?; whereas: the 
ſame words, #07 g:ven, in the other place of + St, Matth. 

ken with reference to 4ehevers themſelves, are meant 
of the' very fr/ illapſes of his- grace, as has, beey. al- 


ready. fufficiently - evinc'd;- and; that, therefore, / tho; Secs.19. 


Faith-and ' Repentance may. be univerſally yow'd,- yet. 
continency not. -As for his. anſwer to the; objection 
he: foreſaw -to this Argument, from. the neceſſity of 
the-faremention'd gifts to' Salvation; that God will 


« Matt! 19. +1. compared with 1. Cor./7-7. | ws a Ig 
: | howeyer 


y. 29. however no more be wanting in grace to the attain- 
ment of the perſedFion, he advifes, than of the Duty, 
he , It has been already refuted ; and will 
then deſerve to be farther confiderd, when he ſhall 
have ſhown, that, the econ 1n his phrafe 1. e. 
the fingle life, is as «wiver/ally advis d, as duty is com- 
manded; in confutation of what we have before e- 
vincd, that the councel of it reaches only thoſe, to 
whom * the gift of continency is eſpecially given. But 
why then 1s not the promiſe of petents dabitur re- 

p.29. firamd alſo to neceſſaries? and why , I would fain 
know, fince the queſtion here 1s concerning the cer- 
tain grant of our requeſts, 1s it extended any farther? 
or what ſecurity can this Author give any Man that 
he ſhall be —_— heard in every petition he puts 

See$.12. UP to God for things /aw ? no, I have ſhown 

before, and thither I remit him, that the divine 
goodneſs dos not always anfwer Men's Prayers of that 
nature #: Kind, his wiſdom ſeeing it, many times, more 
expedient to grant them an equzvalent. There remains 
nothing more in this Paragraph to be ſpoke to, unleſs 
: -— 0a run ito the ſame yain repetitions with him- 
The defign of the firſt part of the next Pafagraph is 
an incouragement to the making of vows upon this 
conſideration, that continency, which we are now up- 
, on, for example, recerves a much higher value from 
vows than without them. To which 'tis briefly re- 
plied, that fuch votaries either ſtand in need of the 
obbgation of a vow to engage them in that courſe of 
hfe, or they do not, if not, then is there no freſh ac- 
ceſſion of merit , as they call it, from making fuch 
vows; uf they doy then, ſay I, is a free and uncon- 
« Matt, 19, 10, and 11. y. compared with: v. 12. 


ftrain'd 
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ftraind Virtue more valuable than a forc'd one; ow 
therefore, whereas he flouriſhes, that, #o at# 

it were nece , is angelical; 1 muſt 
tend not to know the nature of ſo well Ag nt 
who religiouſly inyocate them do; yet certainly 
virtue in Men, ( and our diſpute relates to them, I con- 
ceive, not to Angels,) is e ed by the freedom of 
their will to vice. I deny not but that there is frequent 
mention made of yows in Scripture, as he urges; but 
then ſtill I defire this Author to ſhow me, that the 
vows. there ſaid to be made lay equally out of the 
reach of Mans ability to perform them, as the yow 
of perpetual continency do's, and till he has done that, 
he begs the queſtion. 

Come we now, 1n the next ms _ to confider his 
Anfwers to thoſe texts we allege Dowmy ; at 5. 39. 
heli before font, or for heaes g Marry, tho it 
be after vows, upon mncontimency. 
tacque is directed thoſe places in the 1 Tim. 
Chap. 5. where the Apoſtle orders, that no Fidow be 
taken imto the Number of thoſe, who were to Mi- 
nifter to the fick, &c. under /ixty years of Ae v. g. 
and that, the younger Women , V. 14- Now, 
fays he, = anfwer to them, EFuke tha Of for gras 
ted, that all thoſe, » or od, who have the power 
urn a4 ey wow it ; fince the reaſon 
the reform, why it may not be vowed, is, 
1 Þ ir & x rh an Won To which he 
might vs pleas'd to have added, and that according 


And his firſt” at- par. 24- 


to hs own wa a farther reafon againſt the ,,.. ::. 


_ rb rt on contimency, and that is, the poffi- 
Gods wathdrawey the gift for the future, 


But  hotddy; thefe places, cannot prove the points, 
for which "_ are produced, — —m__ rams” 


See F. 
I”, 


V. 14. 
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then be made to contradift himſelf, in affirming, that 
the younger Widows had damnation for ; 


whereas, he muſt, upon our ſuppoſition , have ſaid , 
that they had damnation, for making ſuch a vow , 
which they mu$# neceſsarily break. 1 mult- beg the 


Readers pardon if this Writers. tautologie oblige me 
here to repeat ſome things, which have been -already 
ſaid upon this ſubje&t; the Diſcourſer then may find 
leave to Marry after vows, in caſe of incontinency, 
and the damnation here meant for Marrying, very 
compatible; if he pleaſes only-to confider, firſt, that 
the damnation, or guilt, as he himſelf explains it , 
here {poke of, relates, principally, to the motive of 
ſuch Marriages, the wanton and laſciyvious humor, 
that promoted them to it; and to the frequent fatal 
conſequences of it, their renounceing thereby their 
Chriſtianity it Tf by matching with Infidels, as. has 
been before explain'd, and that on the other hand, 
the leave given to Marry extends only to their Mar- 
rying : the Lord, or with converts to Chriſtianity, 
as before obſervd. Secondly, that, abſtratting from 
theſe confiderations, the damnation, or guilt , the 
young Women incurr'd, was not purely upon the 
account of their remarrying, (for ſo he would never 
have advisd them to it, as yet we have ſeen he did 
V. 14-. from the expoſition of the Fathers themſelves) 
but, on the ſcore of that ſcandal, and diſgrace, they 
thereby brought upon the Church, as the Apoſtle him. 
ſelf dos not obſcurely intimate, when he commands 
them, for the future, not to. liſt themſelves in the 
ſervice of the Church , but rather, to Marry ; that 
they grve none occa/1n to the adverſaries to ſpeak re- 
proachfully of the Church,” by their lapſes from their 


s 1 Tim. 5. 11; compared with -1 Cor. 7, 39- | 


engage- 


[m1] 
R_— Arid now. what inconkiſtency: betwixt - 
ming of theſe young Women, 'that; upon-theſe. 


a 


accounts, they were highly culpable,; and yet, that, ». ::- 


this notwithſtanding, they ſhould Marry rather than' 
bring a\greater , and 'im{ many: perſons, unavoidable, 
gult-upon themſelves by continuing | their profeſſion ? 
thirdly, he,: who. blames a perſon: for' a fault, dos cer- 
tainly,. at.the ſame time, blame him for the occaſion 
of it; if he voluntarily brought it upon himſelf, as. 


we have already  feen'; the Apoſtle therefore muſt be. 17. 


ſupposd to do ſointhe cale-otutheſe Women , tho' he 
mentions” only the breach of-their promiſe, not-it's 
primary occaſion, . the raſhneſs and inconſfiderateneſs of 
making it. His anſwer to ithat- other place of the 
Apoſtle (+7; they cannbt contam tet'ithem; Marry ) that 
it extends not to thoſe, whe: bave ar obligation/to con- 
tain tho they aftually de not : being ſupported only 
by this "burden of the Song, that they may contain 
it| they pleaſe, elſe, why ſhould--the Apoſtle ſfay'fome 
Votaries/ had damnation for.;, Marrying ?, this place; 
I ſay, having been already cleard, I ſhall-need make 
no-farther reply to his anſwer,. than briefly to defire 
him to-ſuperadd only. the ſequel, and reaſon, of that 
part of the yerſe he has cited, 'which 1s this: that 2# 
zs better to Marry than to burn: and then. let: him; 
if he has the forehead, give the Apoſtle the:lye,, ahd 
boldly affirm that it 1s better for thoſe vaſt numbers 
of people, who have vowed; and yet do: not contain, 
to , burn on rather. than! to-;Marry , notwithſtanding 
St. Paul's comprehenſive determination to the contrary. 
But my Author has a-quarrel;] by] the by, with our 
Engliſh verfion for rendring:; the; ox #yxexnvorry of * St, 
Paul by: theſe words, | if they canto#--contaur;;.and 


# 1 Cor. 7.9, 6 Ibid 31.04 ual 
K 3. thoſe 
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thoſe of our Lord, s z=-ns yzn, by theſe, all men can- 
not receive this ſaying, and his reaſon is admirable, 
becauſe the vukar hath it otherw1ſe, as if the reform'd 
had unanimouſly ownd that as the ſtandard of all o- 
ther tranſlations: but, as to the firſt of theſe, he need- 
ed only to have had recourſe to the etymology of the 
word for the juſtification of our verfion ; for iyxyenis 
being he, who iam» c zxpar{ ixi, 1. e. bath himſelf mm 
his power, he who dos not iymsrweazwy may juſtly and 
molt properly, be ſaid to be w#able to contain, as one, 
who has not the command' of himſeff fo as to live 
chaſtly without Marriage, as to has exception at the 
latter of theſe verſions, had he but attended to our 
Lord's own explication of his own words, or, to the 
neceſary import of the word, he us'd in that 

of St. Matth. He conld neyer . have ftarted fo triyo- 
lous a caval. 

For firſt, he .expreſly aſcribes a// Men's not recem- 
ing the /mgle hife, not to their own default, but to 
. their -want of the gift, and then farther, in conſent 
with his own Dodrine, explicates this ot recerving 
i v.11, | xwns wr Þ aig TH | by ſome Mens 
want of abifity to receive it v. 12. | 5 tdi portr 
wedm | ſecondly, this word in this place, being pure- 
ly metaphorically borrowd from a thing ( place, vel- 
ſel, or the like) that holds, or contains, another; as 
we moſt properly ſay, that a veſſel, for inſtance, can- 
not ( nor 9:4 n6t, nor, do's not ) comprehend a thing 
that exceeds its dunenfions: ſo, do we moſt juftly, in 
this e, render the words of 'our Savior | v zwns 26- 
zo: &c. | thus: all Men cannot receive this ſaying, 
as that, which bearing no proportion to the-capaciti 
of ſome, canzot be admitted by them. Ini aufwer to 


Matt. 19. 11+ : 
the 


wn of laying this ſnare, by the permiſſion and 
ouragement, the gives her members 

the avaſile life in the flower 
the ſame Apoſtle thought it exp 
tion of theſe /neres, 
of Church-Widows till , 
xty, —_ in all NE wb ity, be out 
of the reach of temptations to incontinency ; and that 
this was his only motive to- the: preſcription of that 


age, notwithitanding the little cavils of my Author o. 32 


to the contrary , appears demonſtrably from the rea 
{on he gives « refu/mng the younger Widows ; the na- 
tural tendency of their inclinations to Marriage V- IT. 
But admit this, fays the Diſcourfer, yet dos not the 
Apoltle nds thi-o_t as if any leſſer hath wat 
a power — ( that has been fufficient- 
ly diſcuſs d all along) 5:44 becauſe the Church had not 
tbe {awe means to be a{wwr d of their inclnations, as 
the Roman Church now has, I-preſume, by the Spi- 
rit of infallibility ; ard was nach concered in ber 
firſt: grawth, after arts > ny 
riages, thus to prevent 
of Rome, haying now prevent ol ſand at her waturiey 
ee NO IE IS 
whuch the-ears tingle, and the checks bluſh, of cvery 
banef; meraber of her own Communion, gftcr the 
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experience of miſearriages m' this kind, as'hemous 

haps as' ws which pull down judgments _ 
the luſts that reign'd 1n them;'tpon' Sodomn 'and Go- 
morrah. Later- Church then pan experience” of the 
chaft behaviour" uf ſuch perſons, exemplary, T preſume, 
ati this day a ' the jolly -Monks' in Spain, Portu- 
gatand Italy,- from the power of more diſciplme, dure. 
ftramt gc. (an admirable compliment to the Apoſto- 
lic age of the Chitrch) thought not her ſelf oblig'd by 
this rule, fitted for the Apoſile s days ; when a chaſt 
and' pious life was% greater rarity amongſt Chriſtians, 
than it is in theſe blefſed times of Cathoke continen- 
cy. But as St. Paul from the lapſibulity of younger 
Women ( thoſe careleſs naughty Women of his time, 
much'better'd fince) admitted them at /ixty : fo the 
4th. general Council' of Chalcedon, cum Ghent] pro- 
batione , ( never pra&tis'd in relation to Monaſtics) 
admitted them at forty. Pius the firſt Nuns at twenty 
five, one Canon at eighteen, and the generality of their 
Canons at fifteen, in ſhort then, 'tis not: the praftice 
of the latter ages of the Church in this'matter; "but 
a rational juſtification of the pra&tice, we demand from 
him. Ite only acquaint him with St.Bafils determi- 
nation mthis point, and then diſmifs-4t-It"is this: 
that; if 'we admit/any into the number ) of *Widows; 
(and'T defire to know a ſufficient diſparity of reaſon 
betwixt: them and Monaſtics) under the age preſcrib'd 
by-:the Apoſtle;” and they afterwards renounce their 
engagements by Martying,” tis not theirs , -bur .our 
fault ; as having violated" the ' Apoſtolic* conftitutians, 
fays Lonaras- upon-the place. '; And now after all this 
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Author has hitherto expreſs'd, the Reader will doubt- 
leſs be ſurprizd to find him labouring under a fick | 
fit of Mind , and daſhing out, at laſt, the hitherto 
great buſineſs of his pen with one penitent ſtroke® of .. 
it. Yet fo it 1s; for, if, according to his own prin- 
ciples, par. 11, and, what is ſtronger, the nature of the 
thing, 1t be impoſſible, not difficult only, at any one 
time ſo exaftly to meaſure our own Firength, con/tan- eu. 26. 
cy, and Stedtaſineſs, as that we ſhall be aſwured of 
our ability to contam for the time to come ; and if 
by the mtervening of new temptations, there be no 
judgeing of our future by our preſent complexion, then 
is it impoſſible for the wit of Man to defend the 
vowing of perpetual virginity, and the Deſcour/ſer has 
hitherto built Convents in the air. If, again, he 2vould 
counſel all men to marry, who cannot attain to ſuch tvia. 
an exaCt purity, as ſhall not be contaminated with 
any one uncleanneſs, and affirms this beſides to be the 
Dodtrine of the *Apoſtle ; I would defire him to reafſume 
his work again, and de novo juſtify the praQtice of 
his Church upon theſe principles, flatly contradiQtory Se 5. 7- 
to what he has aſſerted par. 9. and, moreover, appeal 
even to himſelf, if, upon: the following his advice in 
this-place, all the Cloiſters in Ezrope would not pre- 
ſently be depopulated. If, laſtly, they only /bal7 not lbia. 
be tempted above their power, who tempt not them- 
ſelves fiſt and they only tempt not themſelves, who, 
by. the ſteddineſs. of their preſent reſolutions can be 
allured of their: future cms, as above; I de- 
fire the Author only to refle&t upon the ſequel of his 
own conceſſions, and reconcile them' with the whole 
tenour and deſign 'of his precedent diſcourſe at his ,, ,. 
lexfure. | Wt ok | 
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The drift of the next Paragraph," is, briefly, to/ ac- 
count for the reaſons why the Apoſtle thought not fit to 
impoſe the Law of Cehbacy upon the Clergy, and to 
juftity the Ch. f R. notwithſtanding , in fo doing, 
As to the firſt then, He was both to lay ſuch an hard 
burden on the tender ſhoulders of the mfancy of the 
Ch. therefore nouriſh d by him with milk, rather than 
Strong meat. The very text urgd by the Heretics in 
trenens, in juſtification of their pretentions to more 
perte&t diſcoveries of the divine will, and more com- 
pleat diſcipline, than the Apoſtles left behind them; 
and upon the fame ground, I preſume, it 1s, that we 
find nothing in St. Paul to countenance the infallibi- 
lity of the R. Ch. the Supremacy of the Pope, and 
ſuch like luſcious novelties; alas the /queamiſh Stomach 
of the infant Ch. was not able to digeſt fu&t /trong 
meat, ſuch nourtthing food as theſe DoArines would 
have afforded her. For ſhame! what groſs aſperſtons 
will not ſome Men caſt upon the firſt, and beſt, Chri- 
ſtians in the world , when the pra&ice and DoQtrines 
of their times will not comport with thoſe of their 
own? and yet how greedily will they ſnatch the cor- 
ruptions of after-ages to countenance and fupport thoſe 
they maintain, from, and improve after them? But, '24F, 
there was not then /o xmch choice of Paſtors ; nor , 
I anſwer, their flocks ſo numerous, mg gee ws was 
in proportion to the other; and 7 nec to 
be  bnitted to ſuch funttions ther thax- the 
Widows ; as if they were not fo ſtill; and "therefore 
how abfurdly dos this Man argue, from Cetibacy wm- 
__ _ the a Widows — 60 ko the eat 0 mn 
of the like 1mpoſition Clergy at 24? 

zaly. St k fe pany, matinrrF- ws as yet, efpect- 
ally to the Jew, a Sirange propoſal ; Becauſe there 
was 
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was a confiderable Se& amongſt them, the Ef-nes, 
who practisd it, and, whom the Diſciples, very pro- 
bably had an eye to, when upon our * Savior's difal- 
lowing divorce, unleſs in caſe of fornication, they pro- 
nouncd 1t better, on thoſe terms, not to Marry. Upon 
theſe grounds then it was, that the* Apoſtle refiram'd 
the Clergy only to one Wife. But how do's it appear, 
that he confined them to one? Chry/ofom, Theodoret, 
Theophyla@, and even Hierom himſelf, in his Epiſtle 
to Oceans, expound the words of St. Paul, as ſpo- 
ken only in oppoſition to the looſe” cuſtom, amongſt 
the Greeks and Romans, but eſpecially the Jews, of 
Polygamy, and remarriages, after divorces upon what- 
ſoever occaſions. And an Author, well known to this 
Diſcourſer, in his Annotations upon this place, is pleas'd 
to acknowledg; that, * 70 a ſecond after the death 
of the ferst Wife ſeems not ( very plainly prohibited to 
the Clergy; obſerving farther that objection of Tertul 
han to the Orthodox Chriſtians, Bigam? pre/ident apud 
vos; as likewiſe Theodoret's defence of his ordination 
of Irenens ( a RE in this ſenſe.) Biſhop of Tyre, 
by the cuStom of the Church in his epiStle to Dommnns ; 
where he names three or four m that quah/ication ſo 
ordained. And tho' _ Prov — — to 
ed, for ſuſpicion tanſm, and Bigamy, as 
5ehel or els era tk Canons ; yet, ſays he, dont 
I find any thing done again Theodoret. As for what 
this -4&motator, ſo near allied to the Diſconrſer, objects, 
that, the le ſeeming here to ſe agreater de- 
gree of chaſtity to the Ch. Governors than to other Chrt- 
/tians, cannot be ſuppos'd to have prohibited them only 
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the having two Wives at once, which the Roman Laws 
univerſally ferbad,; it is readily granted : for we affirm 
farther, that he here excludes them from the dignity of 
Biſhops ( tho' not from the Society of Chriſtians) who 
ſhould remarry after unyuſt divorces, a pratice allow 
by the Laws of the Roman Government; but yet grants 
them the liberty of ſecond, atter the death of their firſt, 
Waves, which 1s all we contend for; ſuch a one ſtill con- 

tinuing the Husband of one Wife, whereas remarrying 
upon a caulele's divorce, he had been the Husband of 
two. From what has been ſaid then, it may appear by 
how wide a departure from the truly Apoſtolic Spirit, 
the Ch. in after-ages debarrd thoſe, who had remarried, 

from her ſervice. And eſpecially the Ch. of R. which to- 

tally excludes Married people, unleſs upon condition of 
parting with their Wives, from all ſacred employments. 
And yet the rigorous Laws of this Ch. this Man under- 


takes to defend, upon theſe two Conſiderations; firſt, 
. that Sz. Paul reftraming the Clergy only to one Wife, 
(which we have juſt now ſhown to be falſe) oblageth 
them not to have a Wife, and that therefore the Ch. s 

left to her —_ in this matter. 2dly, That ſbe hath 


— to etabliſh what the holy Scriptures no way pro- 
hibit. Which two reaſonings, a different 1n 
appearance, when examin'd, amount only to this, that 
im what caſe ſoever the Scriptures have not abſolutely 
commanaed a thing to be done, as they have no where 
commanded the Clergy to Marry, there the Church has 
a power to command the direct contrary to be done, as, 
that the Clergy ſhall nat Marry at all. To which tis 
anſwer'd, that where the thing left uncommanded by the 
Scriptures, is purely of an zzdifferent nature, which has 
nodirect influence, 1n it ſelf, upon the Salvation or dam- 
nation of Man, there the Ch. has a power, mg * 
1 
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ſtill to be managed, ot.commandeng what the Scriptures 
have not; but in things of @'laudable, or neceflary kind, 
ſhe is bound up by the precedent which our Sayior and 
his Apoſtles have ſet her, is obliged to command what 
they have commanded; and to atlow' what they: have al- 
low d, eſpecially, where there remains ſtill the fame rea- 
ſon for to doing; as there certainly do's in.this cafe, un- 
leſs they will pronounce the Primitive Paſtors of the Ch: 
more ſubject to incontinericy, than their own, notwith- 
ſtanding the broadeſt experience & conviction to the con- 
trary. Now the bufineſs of Marriage; tho inregard of 
mankind, conjunQtively confiderd, different, becauſe 
not ablolutely neceflary to the whole Th as ſuch, yet 
with reſpect to particular Perſons , =—, well a 
Laity,; who have not the gift of pant Fas. itloſes that 
denomination, and muſt berank'd amongſt the number 
of things requiſite to their Salvation, if the avoiding of 
fornication and uncleanneſs be ſuch; and' cannot there- 
fore lawfully be denied them by any human Autorny, 
And I would defire this Dy/cour/er to inforna me if, ac- 
cording to his poſition the Church may command the 
contrary of what the Scriptures have not commanded, 
but allow d only, why ſhe may+ not, by the ſame rea- 
ſon, impoſe the Law of Celibacy upon all mankind, as 
well as upon the Clergy, fince the Scriptures have no 
where univerſally enjoind the conjugal ſtate, no more 
then they have commanded 1t the Clergy. I thall not 
here ſtay to 'ſhew the injuſtice and'nullity of this Law 
upon ſeveral other confiderations as well as this of want 
of power in the Legz/lator; but ſhall remit the Reader to 
the learned * Calixtus, if He has a mind to conſult him, 
for farther ſatisfa&tion in this matter. And after all 
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is umyerfally attainable. -:Yet-in- the-name of - {7440: 
cent the 11th, will a bare. pefſebthty, the bareſt inthe 
World. juſtifie the e{tabhſhment of a Law, that ſhall 
oblige ſuch a number of men, upon the ſevereſt  penal- 
ties, to it's performance? Do s God deal ſo with us 2 Or 
has Henot rather made his Yoke eaſy ,, and his burden 
light, to all Chriſtians wndifferently, and who then has 
the power to render them to any one Man, much leſs 
to ſo peculiar a body of Chriſtians, altogether difficult 
and unſupportable ? 'The great. Apoſtle ,- who: has cir- 
cumſcribd the power granted to the Paſtors of- the 
Church, within the bounds of ſuch conſtitutions as ſhall 
tend * Zo edification, only, not to deſtruction, has ſeconded, 
& explain'd his dotrine by his own illuſtrious example in 
the very caſe now before us; for haying indeed *commen- 
ded Celtbacy as a (tate that frees us from thoſe troubles 8 
anxieties, to which the conmgal condition 18 acciden- 
tally obnoxious, He 1s ſo far trom enjoining 1t to any 
order of Chriſtians, that, on - the contrary, to prevent 
{uch a dangerous miſtake, He qualifies his Diſcourſe 
with an open declaration of his intentions 1n it, that He 
had ſaid ſo much « for therr own profit only , and not that 
He mught ca/} a ſnare upon them, 1.e. that He might 
not be thought to lay any neceſlary obligation upon any 
Man to embrace it. -And this moderation and terider- 
nels of the Apoſtle in this caſe is ſo very conſpicuous, 
that it could not eſcape the obſervation of my 4uthor 
Hunlelf, who not-only grants, that He proceeded ten- 
derly in this point, and with cautions and ſuſpended 
/teps, but giyes very good reaſons for his ſo doing ; the 
extreme difficulty of attarming the at and exerciſe of 
continency and purity, above any other matter of a vow 
whatſoever, and the abominableneſs of the /m which 
the undiſcreet attempters thereof fall mto, if they miſ- 
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7.” Ard would not one be amaz'd, ' after all this, to 
it the ſole buſineſs of this Writer to defend the rigo- 
rous injunction of Celibacy tothe Clergy upon a ( pure- 
ly fupposd, not prov'd.) bare poſſibility of the thing? 
certainly He muſt needs have figur'd to Himſelf, either, 
that the prudential tenderneſs of St. Part is no fit pre- 
cedent tor the ſucceſlor of St. Peter to follow; or, that 
the Roman mightily out-ſtrips the old 4o/zokc Clergy 
in the virtue of a chaſt and continent behaviour, not- 
withſtanding the loud and repeated complaints of their 
notorious debaucheries by ſeveral eminent Members of 
that Communion. I confeſs tis ſcarce fit the lewd pra- 
Ctiſes of ſome people ſhould be ozce nam'd amongſt men 
of true Picty and Religion ; yet fince theſe Gentlemen 
are 'pleas'd to urge the marriage of our Clergy as a popu- 
larargument tothe undiftinguiſhing heads of the Vulgar, 
againſt us; I think my ſelf obligd, in juſtice to the cauſe 
I maintain, not to diſmiſs this argument with out ſome 
repreſentation ot the diſmal effe&ts of this Law amongft 
them, from ſeveral eminent pens of their own Church, 
that fo the Reader may judge betwixt us, and this people. 
I might juſtly then'commence my enquiries into the 5. ;4 
deplorable conſequences of this1mpoſition as high as the 
firft attempts towards it';; of which the Epiſtle of Udat 
ricus;' Biſhop of 'fugnfta in' Germany, to Pope Nicolas 
the firit, about the year $60, 1s an Authentic teſtimony, 
as \ well as a folid confutation of the | Celibacy ; but 
fiance Hildebrand,” who'as Herwas the firſt that gave 
the finiſhing: ſtroke to the. 05 4700 of | the Roman 
Pontif, ſo". the firſt likewKe\, who compleated the im- 
1Nn 'of the Celibacy upon the 'Clergy of'the Weſtern 
h; 'F ſhall chuſerather todate the 1c10Us effects 
ofthis Law; and the: complaints of good:Men in relation 
to both, from his days-only. In the 124 Century _ 
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the age immediately ſucceeding that of Hi/debrand, we 
find St. * Bernard, in the higheſt ſtrain ofindignation and 
eloquence, complaining of the fornications, adulteries, 
inceſts, and the unnatural beſtialities of Men with Men, 
reigning 1n the ſacred orders, and all theſe enormities. 
chargd upon ſome mens inabilitie to contain, and yet 
raſhly thruſting themſelves into the ſervice of the 
Church, where marriage was denied them. So great a 
means was this Law to make many more Zealous of this 
excellent gift, which, in the ſence of this Father, they 
could not attain. * Radulphus de Diceto,Dean of Paul's, 
in the ſame age, complains that never did any Hereſy 
makeſucha rupture in the Church as this inconfiderate 
ation of Hildebrand; that very few preſervd continen- 
cy, others barely pretended to it out of vain glory, and for 
preferment s-fake ; and that a great many, laſtly, ſuper- 
added to their incontinencies, perjuries and manifold a- 
dulteries. © Durandus, in the 1 3 th Century, Mving com- 
plaind of the public ſtews. ſuffer'd under the very noſes of 
the Roman Prelates, and of the Pope Himſelf, ſuggeſting 
farther the profit , ſome of his Holinefle's Officers made 
of them,propoles it, in4 another place, as a ſubje&t worthy 
the confideration of the Church, fince all attempts 
hitherto for the preſervation of the continency of the 
Clergy had proy d unſucceſsful, whether or no 1t might 
not be expedient,that the Roman Church.in this particu- 
lar, ſhould form Her felt upon the model of the Ea/tern, 
eſpecially fince their conſtitution, in this caſe, was, as he 
fates, abſerv dan the Apoſtolic age. Alvarns Pelagins; a 
Portugal Biſhop, inthe 14h Century, in his known Book 
ede plan&u Fccle/1e,amongſt other crying fins of the Ro- 
man Clergy of his days, laments peculiarly. their 1ncon- 
tinency, wiſhing that the Spaniards-and Regricole eſpe- 
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cially, had never promis'd continency : the Children of 
the Clergy being,in thoſe Countries, ſays he, more nume- 
rous than thoſe of the Laity; and what is more deteſtable, 
for ſeveral years together from their Concubines beds 
they go ſtrai to the Altar. In another place * He com- 
plains of their debauching the Women, who came to con- 
teſſion. And ina * third, that in Spain, 4/turia, and Gal. 
licta chiefly, they ſometimes promiſe, and ſwear, by the 
intervention of a public inſtrument to that purpole, to 
keep their Miſtrefles as long as they live,eſpecially if they 
be perſons of quality, ſolemnizing the contra with en- 
tertainments, convention of friends and relations, and 
ſuch like ceremonies, cuſtomary at a Lawful marriage. 
* Holkot, who livd in the ſame age, a Dominican by pro- 
fefſion, and by birth an Engliſh Man, tiles the Prieſts of 
his days Prieſts of Priapus and Baalpheor. In the 137h. 
Century Concubinage was grown ſo common, that it had 
almoſt exchang'd it's nameof fin for that of a ſport or di- 
verhon; -Ger/or 40wns it ſo rooted and epidemical an evil, 
that,as things ſtood (under the reign of Celibacy) if Prieſts 
were not permitted the uſe of common Women, they 
would, 1n ſeveral places fall upon the Wives and Daugh- 
ters of their Pariſhioners. What a ſtrange thing 1s it, ſays 
Nicolaus de *Clemangzs, that in ſeveral Dioceſes now a 
days the Reftors of Pariſhes bargain with their Biſhops 
for licence to keep Concubines? and in an other place *: 
what need I tell you a long ſtory of Chaplains and Canons, 
when I may comprize their charaQter in one word, that 
they are of the ſame complexion with the Biſhops, 1gno- 
rant ec. But exceſſively incontinent, maintaining a f{pu- 
rious brood, and Whores inſtead of Wives, in their own 
houſes. Petrus de Alliaco, Cardinal of Cambray, in his 
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Tratt concerning the Reformation of the Charch,adviſes 
inan eſpecial manner, to the obviating that ſcandalous 
cuſtom, or rather corruption, as he juſtly calls it, amongſt 
the Ecclefiaftics, of publicly keeping Concubines. Ano- 
ther of the fame high charaQer, and a great light of the - 
Law, * Panormitan, gives his opinion, that the Ch. not 
only has power to imtroduce the Greek Conftitation in re- 
lation to the Marriage of the Clergy, but affirms it con- 
ducive to the ſalvation of Mens Souls, from the experi- 
ence of the lew'd and diffolute lives of thofe under the ty-. 
ranny of the Celibate; and thinks, therefore, that the 
Charch, like a good Phyſician, ſhould apply that retnedy 
no longer, which fhe finds deftruCive, rather than bene- 
ficial, to the patient. Add to theſe the zudgment of a 34 
Cardinal, _Erneas Syuins, afterwards Pope Pius the 2". 
who, as Platina reports of him, was of opimon, that as 
there were reafons for interdi&ting marriage to theClergy, 
{o much greater reaſon to reſtore itthem. And in his re- 
lation of the* TranfaQtions of the Council of Bafil; plainly 
difcovers, he had the fame fenſe of this matter, tho under 
another s Perfon, whom he introduces ſpeaking thus. Per- 
haps it might not be inconvenient that ſeveral Prieſts 
were allow d the liberty of Marriage, becanſe 
would be ſav'd in aconjugal Priefthood, who are damn d 
mn a barren Presbytery. Sigiſmund the ror, 1 a 
form of Reformation of the Clergy 'ts be ofter'd to the 
Council of Bafil, commanded this head to be inſerted a- 
monegſt the reft ; that fince there had enſued more harm 
than good from the decree of Calixtus, it was better, and 
fafer tor the Souls of Men, that, according to the Conftiru- 
tion of the Oriental Church,the Clergy might be permit- 
ted to Marry. This Century I ſhall cloſe with the teftimo- 
ny of Polydore Virgil, who liv'd near the endof it. 

He then, in his book «© de rerum mventorihns, delivers 
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his ſenſe of the Celibate thus : This / mud? ſay, that 
forced Chaſtity, has been ſo far from outdoing the con- 
jugal, that no /m has brought greater diſgrace upon the 

order greater evil to Religion, more greif to allgood Men, 
. than the lufl of the Clergy. And therefore perhaps it 
might he /eruiceable as to the Chriftian Common-wealth 
in general, jo to that order of men m it, that the right of 
public marriage were at last reStored them. ; 

In the 1644 Century we find the like complaints {till 
continued: Jobanxes Chiemen/ts in his' Onus Eccleſia pro- 
telts, 7ha# of the Prophet » Ezechiel was verified in the 
Prelates, of his days: Son of Man hasi thou ſeen vhat the 

Lhnuctents of the bouſe of Ijrael do wm the dark,, every man 

in the Chambers of his imagery? for they jay the Lord 
feeth us not, &e. and in another place : *7he PreiSis ſays 

He, are frequently polluted with formications, they, who 

have the Cure of Sau g poem are guilty of jo notorious 

Concubmage, that it will aduut of no. [ecre/te, nor palk- 
ation. Paul the Third's ſetet Council of Cardinals and 
Biſhops for the Reformation of the Churehown that preb- 
be proflitutes rode im ate through the City of Rome upon 
their mules, attended at noon day with numerous eroweds 
of the Nobility and Clergy. Which fort of Cattle when 
Pius the 5//, 4 a Pope of ſevere morals, thought of drive- 
ing out ot the'City; He was forc'd to/quit his deſign, up- 
on-this ſuggeſtion, that 1t was mightily to- be fear'd, leaſt 
ſo many fingle perſons being altogether depriv'd of the 
uſe. of women, might be tempted: to the commiſſien-of a 
more ſcandalous fin,which St. Paw had formerly chargd 
upon the Romans. When, again, He had thoughts at leaſt 
of confineing them to their habitations, the Senate of the 
City, at the ſecret inſtigations-of- the Clergy, who-durſt 
nat pubhckly appear int, interpoſed: at firſt by-a repre- 
ſentation of the great danger, the chaſtity of the Ladies 
«C21, 6C.8.v.i2. cc.23. 4d Thuan hiſt]. zo. M 2 would 
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would ſtill be in amongſt ſo many Gentlemen of the Ce- 
libate, unleſs the proſtitutes were indulged their former 
liberty. Admirable continency ! To theſe I might add, 
at large, the repeated inſtances of Ferdmand the firſt, 
Maximiliam the ſecond, Sig1ſmund King of Poland, and 
of Albert Duke of Bavaria, to Paul the tourth, and Pius 
the fourth, as well after, as dureing the ſeſſion, of the 
Council of Trent, by their Orators, and Letters, that the 
Clergy. might be permitted to marry. That Ca//ander 
and Y/icehins, conſulted by the two forementiond Em- 
perors, and commanded to deliver their judgment about 
an accommodation of Religious difterences, were perfe- 
Aly of this opinion, is a known thing: Cornelis Epiſco- 
pus Bitontinus, inan oration before the Council of Trent, 
tragically repreſenting the corruptions of this kind, that 
reignd in the Church, exhorts the Fathers to begin their 
Reformation from the houſe of God, if there was any 
ſenſe of modeſty, any hopes of amendment left. * E/per- 
cus, likewiſe preſent at the Council, cryes ſhame of that 
execrable cuſtom of indulging concubinage to proteflors 
of continency at a ſet annual rate; afſuring us, that a- 
mongſt the vaſt numbers of delinquents in this kind, 
tew or none ſuffer any other puniſhment than that of the 
pocket. * Suarez appeals to daily experience to atteſt,that 
the Church admits thoſe into orders, who defign nothing 
leſs than a continent life, ſeyeral candidates for Orders 
entertaining at the ſame time Strumpets 1n their houſes. 
To theſe I might add the teſtimonies and loud complaint 
of © Afonſus a Caſtro, who tells us that if they ſhould at- 
tempt to conceal the incontinency of the Preiſthood, 
their own Children would proclaim it ; of * 4ventimus, 
who affirms their falacity to have become proverbial; of 
Pere/ms, who wiſhes arelaxation of the Law of Celibacy 


s In1cap. Ep.ad Titum. þ Lr,devotoc.4. c L.3, de bzreticorum punitio” 
nc. dL.z. Annal Boior. p. 211, & 15. p. 460. as. 


7 
as neceſſary to the avoiding fornication and ſcandal; of 
« Albertus Pights and* Dommicus Soto themſelves, moſt 
ftrenuous aflerters of the Celibate, who yet cannot dif- 
ſemble the .lewdneſs 1t occaſions, But TI ſhall ſhut up 
this argument with a teſtimony beyondall exception, 
and that 1s, of the afſembly of the Princes and No ility 
of the Empire at Normberg,who, amongſt other greiyan- 
ces of which they defired Germany might be eas'd, make 
kh this heavy complaint; © that the Officials recetve 
Joer ly pen/wns from the Clergy, and Religious for allow- 
ng them publickly to keep Concubmes, which pratice 
with hmy great ſcandal, danger, and damage to both Soul 
and Body it ts attended need not be rebeared \/ance every 
one ts fer/ible of tt. Again: tn ſeveral Pape es oe 5 bee 
and their Officials not only tolerate t 
Prieſts, pours they pay for it, but they hes Mew ie 
thoſe, who live pulls; 4 to the ſame tax, alleging the 
Biſhops need of Money, which once paid, they are left to 
their liberty to whore, or lwve cha$t, as they pleaſe. What 
an accurſed thing 1 his is there's none but under ſlands. 
Thus they. To all which I might add the notorious in- 
ſtances of the unchaſt Celibate of ſeveral of their Popes 
themſelves; 2s of Paul the ſecond, Sixtus the fourth, In- 
nocent the eight, Alexander the ſixth (a meer monſter 
ota Man) Julius the ſecond, Leo the tenth, Paul the third, 
Julius the third ec. But I will not rake any farther into 
kennels; the Reader, I hope, without any more of that 
nauſeous labour, is, by this time, ſatisfied of what I prin- 
cipally'aim'd at in theſe authentic teſtimonies the diſmal 
conſequences of the Celibate,the ſentiments of pious men 
of their own Communion about i it and the high and moſt 
unchriſtian injuſtice of continuing ſtill to nnpoſe that 
yoke upon thoſe; who, from ts firſt commencement to 
s Controv. Ty. 6 L. 7, dejuſt, qu 6 a.1; c Gravam 75. @g7. 
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this day, haye nat been able to beare it, nar eyer will-to. 
the en of the World.. All which conkdegations laid t : 
ther, naturally put a Man's thoughts upan enquiring after 
the true and fundamental xealon of the inflexible conti- 
nuance of this Law un the Roman Church. And theſe two 
ſeem very eaſily to after them(elves to aus conſideration. 
Firſt, the necelfary conſequence of the bold pretence of 
infallibility, which will not ſuffer them to recede from 
an error once eftabliſh'd; and ſecondly, and more eſpeci- 
ally,}the policy of that Ch. (the true parent of moſt of her 
Docrines and Coultitutions) 1 1a keeping ſo conſiderable a 
body of Men, by means of the ſingle lite, from any near 
obligations and endearments to their reſpeive Coun- 
trics, ; which the exjoyment of legal iſſue would, above all 
things,be apt to.draw after itz, that ſo. they may have more 
intie andcloſer dependance upon the Apoſtolic chair.aud 
be better prepared to.execute any pious deligns of hisHoli- 
neſs upon their own Countrey, when he has occaſion for 
their ſervice. 

There remains but onetopic more tobe ſpoke to. in 
anſwer to this diſcourſe, and that is what latitude ſome 
Doors of His Church, allow to Fornication in thoſe, 
who, by Vow, or Law, of the Church, are. prohibited 
marriage. - And his apiniop, firlt, is, that if people 4/7er 
vows will not cantain( ſuppa/mng.no Eccle/is ical Lazw to 
intervene, which may render Marriage to ſuch, when 
contrafted invalid, as not to be a Marr tage) they /it 
much leſz in marrying, Than in Fornication, or uncleat- 
neſs; but then in caſe of the intervention of ſuch. Law, 
and, which He knows, do's in this caſe actually inter- 
vene, it muſt be. his ſentiment, that they ſu more-1n 
marrying, tho' that A&t be. render'd invalid only, by. an 
humane Law, than they do in promiſcuous luſt,, 4 thing 
eternally unlawful, as being againſt G od's command. E 
little 
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little has this Author attetided to the necefſaty econſe- 
quences of his own ſubtilties;” etconragettits Wieh' to 'AA 
againſt the Law of God, father than their oWti, eyeh 
whilſt He pretends to teach the coritrary doEtrinie. But 
'tis no wortder to find trier contradicting thettiſclves, 
who conttadie the Laws of God FirfE: Btit 'tiS Fit, aRtet all, 
that the looſhefs of fortte of (Heir Caſitifts ifi tHis ntatter 
ſhould be tolerably palliated; arid therefore; 1 prefiithe 

it is, that He conchides thus. df ſore, it eompareits 


Marrt ir ont: Att of ation or pntteutts 
/1 t6'de ner pfte 1 YAt6 To4 v016 rhrin the 
latter ;, as hrs wo one uticaphble of obſerving his vow 


at all for the fnture, whith the Bitter oofereng not * Jet in 
this ill tvell agree, thitt even to # votary He Hoihe ir 
marriage, than liuit tt! tontinittl Formicution; of offer 
nncleanmefs, is a life tt Gord Teſs offenifrue: A tioble- coti- 
ceſfion ! arid which yet they cannot make (nor ttiy Au- 
thor himſelf according to the —_— 6f his D6- 
Aritte above) who, hofditig the rmartrge of vataries' in- 
valid, muſt hold every ſixth conjugat Ac an Ad Foe- 
nication, and, conſequently are obliged to prefer continn- 
al Fornication without marriage to that continual Por- 
nication they, in this caſe, ſuppoſe to attend it, the for- 
mer not being a dire infringment of their vow, which 
the latter is. But, togo on,do's * Co/ter's Dodtine extend 
it ſelf only to oe Aft of Fornication? who teaches, that, 
if a Prieſt Fornicate, or keep a Concubme at home, tho” 
he be guilty of gretvous Sacriledg, yet ſms more greivouſly 
if hemarry ; unleſs indeed my Nattior will ſuppoſe that 
a Preift keeps a Cotcubine for /om#'one Af of Fornica- 
tion? What thinks He of* Matthias A Src” s, who de- 
claresa Votary more culpable for marrymg, than for Afts 
of humane frailty, as He ſtiles them, 201th an hundred 


« De Celib, Sacerdo”. propoſ. 9. 6 In pracipuos Buceri errores. Ss 
diffe-- 
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different perſons? What thinks He of the excellent de 
termination of Cardinal Campegins, who,: upon a di- 
ſpute that happen'd at S/ra551urg about the puniſhment 
of ſome Prieſts, who had committed Matrimony, when 
the cauſe was carried before Him; poſitively averrd,that 
it 45 a greater crime mn a Prieſt to marry, than to keep 
ſeveral Whores m his houſe; (for one Att of Fornication 
I ſuppoſe) and this notwithſtanding the repreſentation 
made to Him by the Senate of the place, of the ſcanda- 
lous debaucheries of their Clergy, in excuſe ot the Cri- 
manals, as * S/e:zdan reports theſtory? what thinks He, in 
ſhort, of their old Gloſs upon * Gratian, Communiter d:- 
citur, &c. it is the common _ that a Clerk, ought not 
to be depoſed for /ample Formication ; and that for this 


reaſon, 1n-< another gloſs, becauſe there are but few (of 
the Clergy) 2who are not guilty of that vice. a comfor- 
table opinion indeed, and weighty reaſons to ſupport it, 


and, to ſpeak in the profane ſtrain of a late Grammati- 
caſter, an admirable expedient for propagating the faith, 
and multiplying the Catholic party. 


« L.4. 6 Diſtint.18.Maximilianus. c Ad canonem Qui admiſit,Caula 15. queſt, 
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